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Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  IX — Consumer  and  Market¬ 
ing  Service  (Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables,  Tree 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Plum  Order  7,  Arndt.  1] 

PART  917— FRESH  BARTLETT  PEARS, 
PLUMS,  AND  ELBERTA  PEACHES 
GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Regulation  by  Sizes 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  917,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
917),  regulating  the  handling  of  fresh 
Bartlett  pears,  plums,  and  Elberta 
peaches  grown  In  the  State  of  California, 
effective  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Argicultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Plum  Commodity 
Committee,  established  under  the  afore¬ 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  infor¬ 
mation,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limi¬ 
tation  of  shipments  of  plums,  in  the 
manner  herein  provided,  will  tend  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  to  give  pre¬ 
liminary  notice,  engage  in  public  rule 
making  procedure,  and  postpone  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  amendment  until  30 
days  after  publication  thereof  in  the 
Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C.  1001-1011) 
in  that  the  time  intervening  between 
the  date  when  information  upon  which 
this  amendment  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  amendment 
must  become  effective  in  order  to  effect¬ 
uate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is 
insufficient;  and  this  amendment  re¬ 
lieves  restrictions  on  the  handling  of  El 
Dorado  plums  grown  in  California. 

(b)  It  is,  therefore,  ordered  that  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (b)(1)  (i)  of 
5  917.359  (Plum  Order  7;  30  P.R.  7474) 
are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

(1)  Such  plums  are  of  a  size  that, 
when  packed  in  a  standard  basket,  they 
will  pack  at  least  a  4  x  5  standard  pack; 

and 

(c)  Nothing  contained  herein  shall  be 
construed  (1)  as  affecting  or  waiving  any 
right,  duty,  obligation,  or  liability  which 
has  arisen  or  which,  prior  to  the  effective 
time  of  the  provisions  hereof,  may  arise 
in  connection  with  any  provisions  of  said 
Plum  Order  7;  or  (2)  as  releasing  or 
extinguishing  any  violation  of  Plum 
Order  7  which  has  occurred  or  which, 
prior  to  the  effective  time  of  the  provision 
hereof,  may  occur. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  81,  u  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-874) 


Dated,  June  28,  1965,  to  be  effective 
on  and  after  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  June  29, 
1965. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Acting  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Consumer  and 
Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-8903;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 
11:15  a.m.J 


[Apricot  Reg.  4] 

PART  922— APRICOTS  GROWN  IN 

DESIGNATED  COUNTIES  IN  WASH¬ 
INGTON 

Limitation  of  Shipments 
§  922.304  Apricot  Regulation  4. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
this  part  (Order  No.  922,  as  amended), 
regulating  the  handling  of  apricots 
grown  in  designated  counties  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  effective  under  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon  the  basis  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Washington 
Apricot  Marketing  Committee,  estab¬ 
lished  under  the  aforesaid  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  Information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of  ship¬ 
ments  of  apricots,  in  the  manner  herein 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  en¬ 
gage  in  public  rule  making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  UJS.C. 
1001-1011)  in  that,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth,  the  time  intervening  between  the 
date  when  information  upon  which  this 
section  is  based  became  available  and  the 
time  when  this  section  must  become  ef¬ 
fective  in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act  is  Insufficient;  a  reason¬ 
able  time  is  permitted,  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  for  preparation  for  such  ef¬ 
fective  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  hereof  effective 
not  later  than  June  28,  1965.  A  reason¬ 
able  determination  as  to  the  supply  of, 
and  the  demand  for,  such  apricots  must 
await  the  development  of  the  crop  and 
adequate  information  thereon  was  not 
available  to  the  Washington  Apricot 
Marketing  Committee  until  June  15, 
1965 ;  recommendation  as  to  the  need  for, 
and  the  extent  of,  regulation  of  ship¬ 
ments  of  such  apricots  was  made  at  the 
said  meeting  of  the  committee,  after  con¬ 
sideration  of  all  available  information 
relative  to  the  supply  and  demand  condi¬ 
tions  for  such  apricots,  at  which  time 
the  recommendation  and  supporting  in¬ 
formation  were  submitted  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment;  necessary  supplemental  data  for 


consideration  in  connection  with  the 
specifications  of  the  provisions  were  not 
available  until  June  21,  1965;  shipments 
of  the  current  crop  of  such  apricots  will 
begin  on  or  about  June  28, 1965,  and  this 
section  should  be  applicable,  insofar  as 
practicable,  to  all  shipments  of  such  apri¬ 
cots  in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act;  and  compliance  with 
the  provisions  of  this  section  will  not  re¬ 
quire  of  handlers  any  preparation  there¬ 
for  which  cannot  be  completed  by  the 
effective  time  hereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  June  28, 1965, 
and  ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  October 
1, 1965,  no  handler  shall  handle  any  con¬ 
tainer  of  apricots  unless: 

(1)  Such  apricots  grade  not  less  than 
Washington  No.  1:  Provided,  That  such 
apricots  are  at  least  reasonably  uniform 
in  color ; 

(ii)  Such  apricots  measure  not  less 
than  1%  inches  in  diameter:  Provided, 
That  apricots  of  the  Blenheim,  Blenril, 
and  Tilton  varieties  when  packed  in  un¬ 
lidded  wooden  boxes  may  measure  not 
less  than  1  y4  inches:  And  provided,  fur¬ 
ther,  That  not  more  than  10  percent,  by 
count,  of  such  apricots  may  fail  to  meet 
the  applicable  minimum  diameter  re¬ 
quirements  ;  and 

( ill )  Such  apricots  when  packed  in  lid¬ 
ded  containers  are  row-faced:  Provided, 
That  this  requirement  shall  not  apply  to 
apricots  in  experimental  containers  ap¬ 
proved  pursuant  to  §  922.110. 

(2)  All  apricots  handled  during  the 
period  specified  in  this  section  are  sub¬ 
ject  also  to  all  applicable  container  re¬ 
strictions  which  are  in  effect  pursuant  to 
this  part  during  such  period. 

(3)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi¬ 
sion  of  this  section,  any  individual  ship¬ 
ment  of  apricots  which  (i)  does  not,  in 
the  aggregate,  exceed  150  pounds  may  be 
handled  without  regard  to  the  restric¬ 
tions  specified  in  this  paragraph  (grade, 
size,  pack,  and  container)  or  in  §  922.41 
(Assessments)  or  §  922.55  (Certifica¬ 
tion)  ;  (ii)  is  sold  at  the  orchard,  is  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  150  pounds  but  not  in  excess  of 
500  pounds,  and  is  for  home  use  only  and 
not  for  resale  in  commercial  channels 
may  be  handled  without  regard  to  the 
restrictions  in  S  922.55  (Certification)  or 
the  pack  and  container  requirements  of 
this  paragraph:  Provided,  That  the  fruit 
so  shipped  meets  the  grade  and  size  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  paragraph  and  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  §  922.41  (Assessments)  and 
is  reported  to  the  committee  on  forms 
furnished  by  the  committee  in  the  man¬ 
ner  specified  therein. 

(4)  Terms  used  in  the  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  shall,  when 
used  herein,  have  the  same  meaning 
as  is  given  to  the  respective  term  in  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der;  “diameter”  and  “Washington  No. 
1”  shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  when 
used  in  the  Washington  State  Depart- 
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ment  of  Agriculture  Official  Standards 
for  Apricots  (1958) ;  and  “reasonably  uni¬ 
form  in  color”  means  that  the  apri¬ 
cots  in  the  individual  container  do  not 
show  sufficient  variation  in  color  to 
materially  affect  the  general  appear¬ 
ance  of  the  apricots. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  June  24  1965. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Acting  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Consumer  and 
Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6805;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.] 

Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

[Regulatory  Docket  No.  4081;  Amdt.  Nos.  1-9; 
61-181 

PART  1—  DEFINITIONS  AND 
ABBREVIATIONS 

PART  61— CERTIFICATION:  PILOTS 
AND  FLIGHT  INSTRUCTORS 

Biennial  Expiration  and  Renewal  of 
Flight  Instructor  Certificates  and  In¬ 
creased  Supervision  of  Student  Pi¬ 
lot  Activities 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
Parts  1  and  61  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  to  provide  for  higher 
standards  of  flight  instruction  and  closer 
control  over  student  pilot  activities. 
This  action  was  published  as  a  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  and  circulated 
as  a  Federal  Aviation  Agency  Notice  No. 
64-18  (29  FJt.  4738). 

It  was  proposed  in  Notice  No.  64-18 
to  delete  the  definition  of  “dual  instruc¬ 
tion”  now  contained  in  Part  1  and  to 
make  certain  amendments  to  Part  61 
that  will — 

(1)  Prohibit  the  giving  of  flight  in¬ 
struction  required  to  qualify  for  a  pilot 
certificate  or  rating  by  any  person  except 
a  certificated  flight  instructor; 

(2)  Provide  improved  standards  for 
the  certification  of  flight  instructors  and 
raise  the  standards  of  flight  instruction; 

(3)  Give  a  certificated  flight  instruc¬ 
tor  additional  responsibilities;  and 

(4)  Provide  for  closer  supervision  of 
student  pilot  activities.  The  comments 
received  in  response  to  Notice  64-18  were 
generally  favorable  to  the  proposed 
amendments. 

The  biennial  expiration  and  renewal 
of  flight  instructor  certificates  (§  61.9 
(b) )  was  the  most  controversial  item  in 
the  proposed  amendments.  Many  argu¬ 
ments,  for  and  against,  were  received  in 
response  to  this  item.  However,  while 
some  of  the  comments  that  opposed  the 
amendment  were  based  upon  the  opinion 
that  the  renewal  was  unnecessary,  others 
were  based  on  an  assumption  that  a  re¬ 
testing  on  all  items  of  the  oral  and  flight 
test  would  be  required  for  each  renewal, 
regardless  of  the  experience  and  compe¬ 


tency  of  the  applicant.  Comments  fa¬ 
voring  the  renewal  requirement  ex¬ 
pressed  a  belief  that  there  is  a  need  for 
higher  standards  of  flight  instruction 
and  that  the  proposed  requirement 
should  result  in  more  proficient  instruc¬ 
tors  and  safer  pilots.  In  view  of  the  im¬ 
portance  of  this  aspect  of  the  proposal, 
the  Agency  carefully  evaluated  its  posi¬ 
tion  as  set  forth  in  the  proposal  and  be¬ 
lieves  that  the  rule  should  be  adopted  as 
proposed.  Under  the  proposed  §  61.177, 
and  as  adopted  in  this  rule,  an  applicant 
for  the  renewal  of  a  flight  instructor  cer¬ 
tificate  should  be  prepared  to  take  the 
practical  tests  prescribed  by  I  61.173  if 
his  certificate  has  expired  at  the  time  of 
his  application  for  renewal. 

An  applicant  holding  a  current  certifi¬ 
cate  at  the  time  of  application  should 
also  be  prepared  to  take  the  practical 
tests  prescribed  in  §  61.173.  However,  in 
the  case  of  a  flight  instructor  with  a  rec¬ 
ord  of  satisfactory  training  and  perform¬ 
ance  by  his  students,  the  rule  permits 
little  or  no  retesting  for  the  renewal.  On 
the  other  hand,  in  the  case  of  an  instruc¬ 
tor  who  has  had  little  or  no  instructing 
activity,  or  if  the  performance  of  his 
students  indicates  a  possible  deficiency 
in  his  instructing  techniques,  a  renewal 
test  will  be  given  the  applicant  on  those 
items  of  the  test  prescribed  in  S  61.173 
that  the  examining  inspector  believes  are 
necessary  to  determine  the  applicant’s 
continued  competency.  Instructions  for 
the  handling  of  renewal  applications  by 
inspectors  and  pertinent  advisory  ma¬ 
terial  to  the  public  will  be  issued  well  in 
advance  of  the  time  when  renewals  will 
first  be  required. 

Section  61.21(a)(4)  excepts  an  appli¬ 
cant  for  a  type  rating  only  from  having 
a  flight  instructor’s  recommendation. 
In  order  to  keep  the  requirements  con¬ 
sistent  in  the  case  of  retesting  an  appli¬ 
cant  for  a  type  rating  only  after  failure, 

§  61.27(b)  is  amended  to  exclude  the 
applicant  for  a  type  rating  only  from  the 
requirements  of  obtaining  a  qualified 
flight  instructor’s  recommendation  be¬ 
fore  retesting. 

The  proposed  general  limitations  in 
§  61.73(c)  were  generally  favored  by  per¬ 
sons  commenting  on  Notice  No.  64-18. 
However,  some  expressed  opposition  to 
the  requirements  for  flight  instruction 
within  the  preceding  90  days  and  flight 
instructor  authorization  for  each  solo 
cross-country  flight  by  a  student  pilot. 
The  purpose  of  these  requirements  is  to 
insure  that  the  student  pilot  avails  him¬ 
self  of  the  advice  and  counsel  of  a  flight 
instructor  during  the  important  forma¬ 
tive  period  of  his  training. 

The  Agency  has  considered  the  com¬ 
ments  on  these  items  and  has  determined 
that  these  requirements  should  not  ap¬ 
ply  after  a  student  pilot  has  acquired 
the  aeronautical  experience  required  for 
a  private  pilot  certificate,  and  he  has  an 
endorsement  by  a  flight  instructor  that 
the  student  pilot  is  considered  capable  of 
exercising  solo  cross-country  privileges 
without  a  flight  instructor’s  supervision 
and  is  considered  competent  to  make  solo 
flights,  or  solo  cross-country  flights,  or 
both,  without  mandatory  periodic  flight 
checks.  Present  paragraph  (c)  is  re¬ 
tained  and  proposed  paragraphs  (c)  and 


(d)  have  been  amended  to  provide  for 
this  exception  and  are  redesignated  as 
paragraphs  (d)  and  (e)  to  5  61.73. 

Some  comments  indicate  that  the 
words  “flight  plan”  as  used  in  proposed 
§  61.73(d)  were  misinterpreted  as  mean¬ 
ing  a  flight  plan  filed  with  air  traffic  con¬ 
trol.  The  Agency,  of  course,  encourages 
the  filing  of  VFR  flight  plans;  however, 
the  words  “flight  plan”  in  this  section 
meant  the  student’s  preflight  prepara¬ 
tion  or  planning  for  his  flight.  In  order 
to  eliminate  misinterpretation,  the  words 
“student’s  preflight  preparation  and 
planning”  are  substituted  for  “flight 
plan”  in  new  I  61.73(e) . 

A  number  of  persons  misinterpreted 
proposed  §  61.170  as  requiring  that  a 
flight  instructor  who  instructs  in  air¬ 
planes  must  hold  an  instrument  rating 
on  his  pilot  certificate.  An  instrument 
rating  is  required  only  if  the  applicant 
wishes  to  be  rated  to  give  Instrument 
flight  instruction. 

The  proposed  S  61.179  provides  that 
required  glider  flight  instruction  may  be 
given  only  by  certificated  glider  flight  in¬ 
structors.  However,  a  provision  was  in¬ 
cluded  that  would  allow  a  commercial 
glider  pilot  to  obtain  a  flight  instructor 
certificate  with  a  glider  rating  or  a  cer¬ 
tificated  flight  instructor  to  obtain  a 
glider  rating  on  his  certificate,  if  the  ap¬ 
plicant  has  given  at  least  10  hours  of 
glider  flight  instruction  as  a  commercial 
glider  pilot  within  the  12  months  before 
the  date  of  his  application.  Representa¬ 
tives  of  several  soaring  clubs  recom¬ 
mended  a  reduction  in  the  10-hour  in¬ 
struction  requirement.  They  pointed  out 
that  most  people  who  learn  to  fly  gliders 
have  had  previous  powered  aircraft  ex¬ 
perience  and,  therefore,  require  little  in¬ 
struction  for  a  glider  checkout.  The 
Agency  has  considered  these  comments 
and  has  determined  that  a  requirement 
of  2  hours  of  flight  instruction  in  gliders, 
including  at  least  10  flights,  provides  a 
reasonable  basis  on  which  to  issue  cer¬ 
tificates  or  ratings  under  this  special 
issue  provision.  Section  61.179  has  been 
amended  to  indicate  this  change. 

Proposed  5  61.173(b)(2)  in  Notice  64- 
18  stated  that  an  applicant  would  be 
tested  on  flight  maneuvers  appropriate 
to  the  instructor  rating  sought.  The 
Agency  intended  to  implement  this  sec¬ 
tion  by  issuing  advisory  material  and 
guidelines  covering  the  specific  maneu¬ 
vers.  However,  after  considering  com¬ 
ments  received  on  this  method,  the 
Agency  has  determined  that  the  specific 
maneuvers  should  be  listed  in  the  rule 
in  order  to  give  the  widest  circulation  to 
the  public.  Advisory  material  and  guide¬ 
lines  will  be  issued  in  addition  to  insert¬ 
ing  the  lists  in  the  rule.  Section  61.173 
(b)  (2)  has  been  changed  to  include  lists 
of  the  appropriate  flight  maneuvers. 
These  lists  are  substantially  the  same  as 
those  contained  in  the  present  regula¬ 
tions;  however,  they  have  been  presented 
in  a  format  that  indicates  more  specific 
testing  categories. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  this  regulation,  and  due  consider¬ 
ation  has  been  given  to  all  relevant  mat¬ 
ter  presented. 
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In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Parts 
1  and  61  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  are  amended  effective  September 
26, 1965,  as  follows: 

1.  By  striking  out  the  definition  “Dual 
instruction”  in  S  1.1  of  Part  1. 

2.  By  redesignating  paragraphs  (d) 
and  (e)  of  §  61.3  of  Part  61  as  paragraphs 
(e)  and  (f),  respectively,  and  adding  a 
new  paragraph  (d)  reading  as  follows: 

§  61.3  Certificates  and  ratings  required. 

*  *  •  •  * 

(d)  Flight  instructor  certificates.  Ex¬ 
cept  in  the  case  of  lighter-than-air  flight 
instruction  or  as  otherwise  specifically 
provided,  no  person  other  than  the  holder 
of  a  flight  instructor  certificate  Issued  by 
the  Administrator  with  an  appropriate 
rating  on  that  certificate  may — 

(1)  Give  any  of  the  flight  instruction 
required  to  qualify  for  a  solo  flight,  solo 
cross-country  flight,  or  for  the  issue  of 
a  pilot  or  flight  instructor  certificate  or 
rating: 

(2)  Endorse  a  pilot  logbook  to  show 
that  he  has  given  any  flight  instruction; 

or 

(3)  Endorse  a  student  pilot  certificate. 

Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of 
this  part,  the  holder  of  a  commercial 
pilot  certificate  with  a  glider  rating  that 
was  valid  on  September  25,  1965,  may 
exercise  the  privileges  of  the  holder  of 
a  flight  instructor  certificate  with  a 
glider  rating  on  that  certificate  until 
September  26, 1966. 

3.  By  amending  §  61.9(b)  to  read  as 

follows: 

§  61 .9  Duration  of  certificates. 

•  •  *  •  * 

<b)  Flight  instructor  certificates.  (1) 

A  limited  flight  instructor  certificate  ex¬ 
pires  at  the  end  of  the  24th  month  after 
the  month  in  which  it  was  issued,  but 
the  holder  of  an  expired  limited  flight 
instructor  certificate  may  obtain  a  flight 
Instructor  certificate  under  §  61.176. 

(2)  A  flight  instructor  certificate  is¬ 
sued  before  September  26,  1965,  expires 
at  the  end  of  the  holder’s  next  birth 
month  following  September  1966,  but  the 
holder  thereof  may  obtain  another  cer¬ 
tificate  under  5  61.177. 

(3)  A  flight  instructor  certificate  is¬ 
sued  or  renewed  after  September  25, 
1965,  expires  at  the  end  of  the  24th 
month  after  the  month  in  which  it  was 
Issued  or  renewed,  but  the  holder  there¬ 
of  may  obtain  another  certificate  under 
5  61.177. 

(4)  A  flight  instructor  certificate  is 
effective  only  while  the  holder  has  a  cur¬ 
rent  pilot  certificate  as  prescribed  in 

5  61.172. 

4.  By  striking  out  the  words  “or  a 
commercial  glider  pilot”  in  S  61.17(c) . 

5.  By  amending  §  61.21  to  read  as 

follows: 

§  6 1 .2 1  Prerequisites  for  flight  tests. 

(a)  To  be  eligible  for  a  flight  test  for 
a  certificate,  or  an  aircraft  or  instru¬ 
ment  rating  issued  under  this  part,  the 
applicant  must — 

(1)  Have  passed  the  written  test  (if 
required)  within  the  24  months  before 
the  date  he  takes  the  flight  test; 


(2)  Have  the  applicable  aeronautical 
experience  prescribed  in  this  part; 

(3)  Hold  a  medical  certificate  appro¬ 
priate  to  the  certificate  he  seeks;  and 

(4)  Except  when  applying  for  a  type 
rating  only,  have  a  written  statement 
(from  a  certificated  flight  instructor  with 
an  approprate  rating  on  his  flight  in¬ 
structor  certificate)  certifying  that  he 
has  given  the  applicant  flight  instruc¬ 
tion  in  preparation  for  the  flight  test  and 
considers  him  ready  to  take  the  test. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  subparagraphs 
(1)  and  (4)  of  paragraph  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  an  applicant  for  an  airline  transport 
pilot  certificate  who  has  been  continu¬ 
ously  employed  as  a  pilot  or  as  a  pilot 
assigned  to  flight  engineer  duties  by,  and 
has  continuously  participated  in  an  ap¬ 
proved  pilot  training  program  of,  a  U.S. 
air  carrier  or  commercial  operator  since 
no  later  than  24  months  after  passing  the 
written  test,  or  has  been  continuously 
employed  as  a  pilot  by,  and  has  contin¬ 
uously  participated  in  a  pilot  training 
program  of,  a  U.S.  scheduled  military  air 
transportation  service  after  passing  the 
written  test,  may  take  the  flight  test  for 
that  certificate  as  long  as  he  continues  in 
that  employment  and  pilot  training  pro¬ 
gram.  In  addition,  subparagraph  (4)  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  does  not 
apply  to  an  applicant  for  a  pilot  certifi¬ 
cate  with  a  lighter-than-air  category  or 
associated  class  rating. 

6.  By  amending  the  parenthetical  ex¬ 
pression  in  §  61.27(a)  to  read  “(other 
than  an  airline  transport  pilot  certificate 
or  associated  rating  or  a  pilot  certificate 
with  a  lighter-than-air  category  or  asso¬ 
ciated  class  rating)”  and  by  amending 
§  61.27(b)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  61.27  Retesting  after  failure. 

•  •  •  •  + 

(b)  Flight  test.  An  applicant  for  a 
certificate  or  rating  under  this  part 
(other  than  an  applicant  for  a  type  rat¬ 
ing  only,  an  airline  transport  pilot  certif¬ 
icate  or  associated  rating,  or  a  pilot  cer¬ 
tificate  with  a  lighter-than-air  category 
or  associated  class  rating)  who  fails  a 
flight  test  for  that  certificate  or  rating 
may  apply  for  retesting  upon  presenting 
a  statement  from  a  certificated  flight  in¬ 
structor  with  an  appropriate  rating  on 
his  flight  instructor  certificate  that  he 
has  given  additional  instruction  to  the 
applicant  and  now  considers  the  appli¬ 
cant  ready  for  retesting. 

7.  By  striking  out  the  reference 
“58  61.47  or  61.177(c)”  in  §  61.39(a)  and 
inserting  the  reference  “5  61.47”  in  place 
thereof. 

8.  By  striking  out  the  words  “or  a  com¬ 
mercial  glider  pilot”  in  5  61.63(a)  (2)  (ill) . 

9.  By  striking  out  the  parenthetical 
expression  “(or  a  commercial  glider  pilot 
in  the  case  of  gliders) in  5  61.63(a)  (3) . 

10.  By  striking  out  the  word  “and"  at 
the  end  of  5  61.65(b)  (6)  and  adding  a 
new  subparagraph  (8)  reading  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§61.65  Airplane  operations:  flight  area 
limitations. 

•  *  *  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(8)  The  use  of  the  magnetic  compass; 
and 


11.  By  striking  out  the  word  “and”  at 
the  end  of  5  61.67(b)(2)  and  adding  a 
new  subparagraph  (4)  reading  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§61.67  Rotorcraft  operations:  flight 
area  limitations. 

•  •  *  ♦  * 

(b)  •  *  * 

(4)  The  use  of  the  magnetic  compass; 
and 

*  *  *  *  * 

12.  By  amending  §  61.69(b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  61.69  Glider  operations:  flight  area 
limitations. 

*  •  *  *  * 

(b)  He  has  received  flight  instruction 
(from  a  certificated  flight  instructor  with 
an  appropriate  rating  on  his  flight  in¬ 
structor  certificate)  in  cross-country 
navigation  by  reference  to  aeronautical 
charts  and  the  magnetic  compass;  and 
•  *  *  6 

13.  By  striking  out  the  words  “,  or  a 
commercial  glider  pilot,”  in  8  61.69(c). 

14.  By  adding  the  following  new  para¬ 
graphs  at  the  end  of  5  61.73: 

§  61.73  General  limitations. 

*  *  *  *  • 

(d)  A  student  pilot  may  not  operate  an 
airplane  or  rotorcraft  in  solo  flight  unless 
within  the  preceding  90  days — 

(1)  He  has  received  flight  instruction 
in  that  category  of  aircraft  from  a  certif¬ 
icated  flight  instructor  with  an  appro¬ 
priate  rating  on  his  flight  instructor 
certificate ; 

(2)  He  has  demonstrated  to  that  flight 
instructor  that  he  is  competent  to  solo 
that  category  of  aircraft;  and 

(3)  That  flight  instructor  has  endorsed 
in  the  student  pilot’s  logbook  that  he 
has  given  that  flight  Instruction  and 
found  the  student  competent  for  solo 
flight. 

However,  this  paragraph  does  not  apply 
if  the  student  pilot  meets  the  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section, 
has  acquired  the  aeronautical  experience 
required  for  a  private  pilot  certificate, 
and  obtains  an  endorsement  by  a  flight 
instructor  that  the  student  pilot  is  con¬ 
sidered  competent  to  make  solo  flights 
without  mandatory  periodic  flight  checks. 

(e)  A  student  pilot  may  not  operate 
an  airplane  or  rotorcraft  in  solo  cross¬ 
country  flight  until  a  certificated  flight 
Instructor  with  an  appropriate  rating  on 
his  flight  instructor  certificate  has  re¬ 
viewed  the  student’s  preflight  prepara¬ 
tion  and  planning,  determined  that  the 
student  is  competent  to  make  the  flight, 
and  has  so  endorsed  the  student’s  pilot 
logbook.  The  student  must  carry  that 
logbook  on  each  solo  cross-country  flight. 
However,  a  student  pilot  may  perform 
repeated  solo  cross-country  flights  over 
a  specified  course  of  not  more  than  50 
miles  in  length,  without  an  endorsement 
for  each  flight,  if  a  certificated  flight  in¬ 
structor  with  an  appropriate  rating  on 
his  flight  instructor  certificate  has — 

(1)  Given  him  flight  instruction  over 
the  course  in  both  directions,  and  in 
takeoffs  and  landings  at  both  landing 
areas  involved ;  and 
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(2)  Found  that  the  student  is  com¬ 
petent  to  make  flights  over  the  course 
without  an  authorization  for  each  flight 
and  has  so  endorsed  the  student’s  pilot 
logbook. 

However,  this  paragraph  does  not  apply 
if  the  student  pilot  has  acquired  the  aer¬ 
onautical  experience  required  for  a  pri¬ 
vate  pilot  certificate  and  obtains  an 
endorsement  by  a  certificated  flight  in¬ 
structor  that  the  student  pilot  is  con¬ 
sidered  competent  to  exercise  solo  cross¬ 
country  privileges  without  a  flight 
instructor’s  supervision. 

15.  By  striking  out  the  first  sentence 
of  §  61.131(d). 

16.  By  amending  Subpart  F  of  Part 
61  to  read  as  follows: 

Subpart  F — Flight  Instructors 

Sec. 

61.170  Eligibility  requirements :  general. 

61.171  Aeronautical  knowledge. 

61.172  Aeronautical  experience. 

61.173  Aeronautical  skUl. 

61.174  Plight  instructor  records. 

61.175  Plight  Instructor  ratings  on  pilot 

certificates. 

61.176  Limited  flight  Instructor  certificates. 

61.177  Renewal  of  flight  Instructor  certifi¬ 

cates. 

61.178  Additional  flight  instructor  ratings. 

61.179  Special  issue  of  a  flight  Instructor 

certificate  with  a  glider  rating. 

61.180  Limitations. 

Authority  :  The  provisions  of  this  Subpart 
P  issued  under  secs.  313(a),  601,  and  602  of 
the  Pederal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  :  49  U.S.C. 
1354, 1421,  1422. 

§  61.170  Eligibility  requirements:  gen¬ 
eral. 

To  be  eligible  for  a  flight  instructor 
certificate  wflith  an  airplane,  rotorcraft, 
or  glider  category  rating,  or  an  instru¬ 
ment  rating,  a  person  must  hold  a  pilot 
rating  in  that  category  of  aircraft,  or 
an  instrument  rating  or  airline  transport 
pilot  certificate,  as  appropriate,  and  meet 
the  aeronautical  knowledge,  experience, 
and  skill  requirements  of  this  subpart. 

§  61.171  Aeronautical  knowledge. 

An  applicant  for  a  flight  instructor 
certificate  must  pass  a  written  test  on — 

(a)  The  fundamentals  of  flight  in¬ 
struction;  and 

(b)  The  performance  and  analysis  of 
flight  training  maneuvers  appropriate  to 
the  instructor  rating  sought. 

§61.172  Aeronautical  experience. 

An  applicant  for  a  flight  instructor 
certificate  must  hold  a  current — 

(a)  Airline  transport  pilot  certificate; 

(b)  Commercial  pilot  certificate  with¬ 
out  ICAO  instrument  or  night  flight  limi¬ 
tations  endorsement;  or 

(c)  Private  pilot  certificate  and — 

(1)  Meet  the  aeronautical  knowledge, 
experience,  and  skill  requirements  for 
the  issue  of  a  commercial  pilot  certificate 
appropriate  to  the  category  of  aircraft 
in  which  he  desires  to  give  flight  instruc¬ 
tion;  and 

(2)  Meet  the  ICAO  commercial  pilot 
night  flight  requirements  if  he  seeks  an 
airplane  category  rating. 

§  61.173  Aeronautical  skill. 

An  applicant  for  a  flight  Instructor 
certificate  must  perform  the  following 


procedures  and  maneuvers  with  regard  to 
the  giving  of  flight  instruction  appropri¬ 
ate  to  the  rating  sought: 

(a)  Phase  I — Oral  and  preflight  tests. 
(1)  Flight  instructor  procedures  and 
responsibilities. 

(2)  Factors,  conditions,  and  principles 
which  control  the  learning  process. 

(3)  Essential  elements,  objectives,  and 
limitations  of  a  lesson  plan. 

(4)  Preparation  of  a  lesson  plan  for 
flight  instruction  for  a  presolo  student 
who  has  had  little  flight  instruction  or  a 
lesson  plan  including  the  use  of  flight 
instruments,  radio  aids,  and  IFR  flight 
clearances  if  the  applicant  is  seeking  an 
instrument  rating.  The  lesson  planned 
under  Phase  I  is  conducted  under  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section,  with  the  ex¬ 
amining  FAA  inspector  acting  as  the 
student. 

(b)  Phase  II — Flight  test.  The  appli¬ 
cant  must  perform  any  of  the  following 
maneuvers  (appropriate  to  the  rating 
sought)  as  may  be  requested  by  the  FAA 
inspector. 

(1)  Airplane: 

(i)  Normal  Operations. 

Preflight  operations. 

Radio  communications. 

Taxiing  or  sailing  and  docking. 

Normal  takeoffs  and  landings. 

Straight  and  level  flight. 

Medium  turns. 

Steep  turns. 

Climbs  and  climbing  turns. 

Descents,  with  and  without  power,  in  straight 
flight  and  in  turns. 

(li)  Ground  Reference  Maneuvers. 

Crosswind  takeoffs  and  landings. 

Short-field  takeoffs  and  landings. 

Soft-field  takeoffs  and  landings. 

Pull -stall  landings  (nosewheel-type  air¬ 
planes). 

Wheel  landings  (tallwheel-type  airplanes). 
Power  approaches. 

Accuracy  approaches  and  spot  landings. 

S  turns  across  a  road. 

Turns  about  a  point. 

Pattern  eights. 

Rectangular  courses  and  airport  traffic  pat¬ 
terns.  ‘ 

Slips. 

(ili)  Coordination  Maneuvers. 

720“  power  turns. 

Gliding  spirals. 

Stalls  and  slow  flight. 

Chandelles. 

Lazy  eights. 

Pylon  eights. 

(iv)  Emergency  Operations. 

.Forced  landings. 

Flight  emergencies. 

Emergency  operation  of  aircraft  equipment. 
Engine-out  emergencies  (If  multiengine  air¬ 
plane  is  used). 

Control  of  airplane  by  reference  to  flight 
instruments. 

(v)  Cross-Country  Navigation. 

Dead  reckoning. 

Pilotage. 

Radio  navigation. 

(vi)  Spins.  (The  inspector  may  accept  a 
logbook  record  of  spin  flight  instruction  in 
lieu  of  a  demonstration.  Such  a  record  must 
indicate  that  the  applicant  has  demonstrated 
satisfactory  entries  and  recoveries  from  spins 
in  both  directions,  and  shall  be  certified  by 
the  flight  instructor  who  conducted  the  flight 
instruction.) 


(2)  Rotorcraft  (if  helicopter  used) : 

(i)  Normal  Operations. 

Preflight  operations. 

Taxiing. 

Vertical  takeoff  to  hover. 

Vertical  landing  from  hover.  - 
Normal  departures  from  a  hover. 

Normal  approaches  to  a  hover. 

Medium  banked  turns. 

(il)  Precision  Maneuvers. 

Hovering;  upwind,  crosswind,  and  downwind. 
Hovering  turns. 

Pattern  flying,  with  constant  and  with 
changing  headings. 

S  turns  (at  500'  altitude) . 

Rapid  decelerations  (quick  stops) . 

(iU)  Special  Operations. 

Simulated  high -altitude  takeoff. 

Roll-on  landing. 

Crosswind  takeoffs  and  landings. 

(iv)  Emergencies. 

Emergency  operation  of  equipment. 
Autorotatlve  landings,  both  to  touchdown 
and  with  power  recovery. 

Loss  of  lift  at  altitude. 

Engine  failure  in  a  hover. 

(3)  Rotorcraft  (If  gyroplane  used) : 

(1)  Normal  Operations. 

Preflight  operations. 

Taxiing  or  sailing  and  docking. 

Normal  takeoff  and  landing. 

Airport  traffic  patterns. 

Use  of  radio  for  voice  communications. 

(li)  Precision  Maneuvers. 

Turns  about  a  point  (45*  bank  at  steepest 
point). 

Gliding  spirals  about  a  point  on  the  ground. 
Right  and  left  720*  power  turns. 

Maneuvering  at  minimum  level  flight  air¬ 
speed. 

Accuracy  approaches  and  spot  landings. 

(ill)  Special  Operations. 

Soft-field  takeoff  and  landing  (Jump  takeoff 
if  gyroplane  has  this  capability) . 

Roll-on  landing  and  full  flare  landing. 
Short-field  takeoff  and  power  approach  and 
landing. 

Entry  and  recovery  from  high  rates  of  de¬ 
scent  with  and  without  power  (recovery 
to  be  completed  not  lower  than  300  feet 
above  the  surface) . 

(iv)  Emergencies. 

Forced  landings  (single  engine  only)  and 
simulated  emergencies. 

Emergency  operation  of  gyroplane  equipment. 

(v)  Cross-Country  Flight. 

Cross-country  flight  planning. 

Cross-country  flying. 

Cross-country  flying  emergencies. 

Use  of  radio  aids  to  VFR  navigation. 

Two-way  radio  communication. 

(4)  Glider: 

(I)  Preflight  operation. 

(II)  Aircraft  tow. 

(ill)  Auto  or  winch  tow. 

(iv)  Stalls  and  slow  flight. 

(v)  Accuracy  180*  approaches  and  land¬ 
ings. 

(vl)  Spins.  (The  inspector  may  accept  a 
logbook  record  of  spin  flight  instruction  in 
gliders  or  light  airplanes  in  Ueu  of  a  demon¬ 
stration.  Such  a  record  must  indicate  that 
the  applicant  has  demonstrated  satisfactory 
entries  and  recoveries  from  spins  in  both 
directions,  and  shall  be  certified  by  the  flight 
instructor  who  conducted  the  flight  instruc¬ 
tion.) 

(vll)  Spirals. 
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(5)  Instrument: 

(i)  IFR  Flight  Planning. 

Preparing  an  IFR  flight  log. 

Preparing  and  filing  an  Instrument  flight 

plan. 

Evaluating  aircraft  performance,  range,  and 
fuel  requirements. 

Use  and  limitations  of  required  Instruments 
and  equipment. 

( II )  IFR  Flight  Maneuvers . 

Straight  and  level  flight. 

Turns,  climbs,  and  descents. 

Maneuvering  at  approach  speeds,  and  stalls. 
Steep  turns. 

Recovery  from  unusual  attitudes. 

(III)  Englne-out  Maneuvers.  (If  test  is 
taken  In  multiengine  airplane.) 

(lv)  En  route  Procedures. 

Copy  and  read-back  of  Instrument  flight 

plans. 

Radio  navigation,  VOR,  ADF,  or  LF  ranges. 
Radio  orientation. 

IFR  emergencies.  Including  use  of  partial 

panel.  ' 

(v)  Terminal  Area  Operation. 

Holding  procedures. 

Missed  approach  procedure. 

Use  of  radar  vectors  and  DF  steers. 

Compliance  with  departure  and  approach 
control  Instructions. 

(vl)  Standard  Instrument  Approach  to  au¬ 
thorized  mlnlmums  (not  more  than  600  feet 
and  1  mile). 

ILS. 

VOR. 

ADF. 

LF  range. 

§  6 1 .1 74  Flight  instructor  records. 

Each  certificated  flight  instructor 

shall — 

(a)  Sign  each  person’s  logbook  for 
each  period  of  flight  instruction  that  he 
has  given  that  person; 

(b)  Record  the  name  of  each  person 
to  whom  he  has  given  flight  instruction 
or  whose  studen  pilot  certificate  he  has 
endorsed  as  well  as  the  date  and  type 
of  each  flight  instruction  period  or 
endorsement; 

(c)  Record  the  name  of  each  person 
for  whom  he  has  signed  a  recommenda¬ 
tion  for  a  written  or  practical  test  under 
this  part,  the  kind  of  tests,  and  the  date 
of  recommendation ;  and 

<d)  Keep  each  record  required  by 
paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  this  section 
separately,  or  in  his  logbook,  for  at  least 
3  years. 

§61.175  Flight  instructor  ratings  on 
pilot  certificates. 

A  person  who  has  a  flight  instructor 
rating  endorsed  on  his  pilot  certificate 
may  not  exercise  the  privileges  of  that 
rating,  but  may  be  issued  &  flight  in¬ 
structor  certificate  if  he  passes  the  ap¬ 
propriate  tests  prescribed  in  S  61.173. 

§61.176  Limited  flight  instructor  cer¬ 
tificates. 

The  holder  of  an  expired  limited  flight 
instructor  certificate  may  be  issued  a 
flight  instructor  certificate  with  the 
ratings  previously  held  on  his  limited 
flight  instructor  certificate,  if  he  passes 
the  appropriate  tests  prescribed  in 
§  61.173. 


§  61.177  Renewal  of  flight  instructor 
certificates. 

An  applicant  for  the  renewal  of  a 
flight  Instructor  certificate  must  pass 
the  practical  test  prescribed  In  S  61.173. 
However,  if  the  applicant’s  certificate 
has  not  expired  at  the  time  application 
is  made  for  renewal,  the  Administrator 
may,  based  upon  the  flight  instruction 
record  of  the  applicant,  limit  the  test 
to  those  items  that  he  finds  are  neces¬ 
sary  to  determine  the  continued  com¬ 
petency  of  the  applicant. 

§61.178  Additional  flight  instructor 
ratings. 

(a)  The  holder  of  a  flight  instructor 
certificate  who  applies  for  an  additional 
rating  on  that  certificate  must — 

(1)  Hold  a  pilot  rating  in  that  cate¬ 
gory  of  aircraft,  or  an  instrument  rating 
or  airline  transport  pilot  certificate,  as 
appropriate  to  the  rating  sought;  and 

(2)  Pass  the  written  and  practical 
tests  prescribed  by  §§  61.171(b)  and 
61.173. 

(b)  The  holder  of  a  flight  instructor 
certificate  issued  under  S  61.179(b)  must 
also  show  by  satisfactory  evidence  that 
he  has  passed  the  written  test  prescribed 
by  5  61.171(a). 

§  61.179  Special  issue  of  a  flight  in¬ 
structor  certificate  with  a  glider  rat¬ 
ing. 

If  the  holder  of  a  commercial  pilot 
certificate  with  a  glider  rating  shows  the 
Administrator  that  he  has  given  2  hours 
of  flight  instruction.  Including  at  least  10 
flights,  as  a  commercial  glider  pilot 
within  the  12  months  immediately  pre¬ 
ceding  the  date  of  his  application  and  be¬ 
fore  September  26,  1966,  he  is  entitled 
to— 

(a)  A  glider  rating  on  his  flight  in¬ 
structor  certificate,  if  he  holds  a  current 
flight  instructor  certificate;  or 

(b)  A  flight  instructor  certificate  with 
a  glider  rating. 

§  61.180  Limitations. 

(a)  A  certificated  flight  instructor 
may  endorse  a  student  pilot  certificate 
for  solo  flight  only  if  he  determines  that 
the  holder  has  complied  with  section 
61.63  or  61.71,  as  applicable,  and  is  other¬ 
wise  able  to  make  solo  flights. 

(b)  A  certificated  flight  instructor 
may  endorse  a  student  pilot  certificate 
for  solo  cross-country  flight  only  if  he 
determines  that  the  holder  has  complied 
with  section  61.65,  61.67,  or  61.69,  as  ap¬ 
plicable,  and  is  otherwise  able  to  make 
solo  cross-country  flights. 

(c)  A  certificated  flight  instructor 
may  endorse  a  student  pilot  certificate 
for  solo  flight  in  a  different  make  or 
model  of  aircraft  only  if  he  determines 
that  the  holder  can  make  solo  flights 
safely  in  that  aircraft. 

(d)  A  certificated  flight  instructor 
may  not  authorize  a  student  pilot  to 
operate  an  aircraft  in  solo  flight  without 
first  endorsing  his  student  pilot  cer¬ 
tificate,  unless  it  has  previously  been  en¬ 
dorsed  for  that  privilege  by  a  certificated 
flight  instructor. 

(e)  A  certificated  flight  instructor  may 
not  give  more  than  8  hours  of  flight  in¬ 


struction  a  day  nor  more  than  36  hours 
in  any  7-day  period. 

The  reporting  and/or  recordkeeping 
requirements  contained  herein  have  been 
approved  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  in 
accordance  with  the  Federal  Reports  Act 
of  1942. 

(Sees.  313(a),  601,  and  602  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1968;  49  U.S.C.  1354,  1421, 
1422) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
21. 1965. 

N.  E.  Ha  lab  Y, 
Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6756;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 
8:45  ain.j 


[Docket  No.  1186;  Arndts.  23-1,  25-5, 
43-2,91-20] 

PART  23— AIRWORTHINESS  STAND¬ 
ARDS:  NORMAL,  UTILITY,  AND 
ACROBATIC  CATEGORY  AIR¬ 
PLANES 

PART  25— AIRWORTHINESS  STAND¬ 
ARDS:  TRANSPORT  CATEGORY 
AIRPLANES 

PART  43— MAINTENANCE,  PREVEN¬ 
TIVE  MAINTENANCE,  REBUILDING, 
AND  ALTERATION 

PART  91— GENERAL  OPERATING 
AND  FLIGHT  RULES 

Altimeter  System  Requirements 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Parts  23,  25,  43,  and  91  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  is  to  increase  safety 
and  improve  airspace  utilization  by  re¬ 
vising  design  requirements  dealing  with 
airplane  altimeter  systems  and  by  pre¬ 
scribing  periodic  inspections  of  systems 
Installed  in  airplanes  operating  under 
IFR  conditions.  This  action  was  pub¬ 
lished  as  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  (29  F.R.  3310)  and  circulated  as  no¬ 
tice  64-14  dated  March  12, 1964. 

The  need  for  the  amendment  results 
from  recognition  that  altimeter  system 
accuracy  depends  on  good  system  design 
and  is  adversely  affected  by  operations  at 
higher  altitudes  and  at  higher  airspeeds. 
Further  degradation  of  system  accuracy 
occurs  in  service  caused  primarily  by 
static  pressure  system  leaks  and  by  in¬ 
struments  that  have  deviated  from  their 
original  calibrations. 

Agency  action  to  upgrade  altimeter 
system  accuracy  began  with  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  (27  F.R.  4340)  cir¬ 
culated  as  Draft  Release  No.  62-22  dated 
April  27,  1962.  Among  other  provisions, 
Draft  Release  62-22  proposed  that  the 
accuracy  of  the  altimeter  system  of  each 
new  type  aircraft  be  determined  by  an 
in-flight  calibration  of  a  number  of  pro¬ 
duction  aircraft,  with  further  provisions 
for  inservice  checks  of  altimeter  system 
performance.  Because  standard  meth¬ 
ods  of  calibration  remained  to  be  de¬ 
veloped,  and  because  the  project  scope 
indicated  that  the  end  result  might  best 
be  achieved  by  increments  in  several  sep¬ 
arate  rule  making  actions,  Draft  Re- 
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lease  No.  62-22  was  withdrawn  as  a  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rule  making  although  it 
did  state  the  Agency’s  long-range  pro¬ 
gram  to  upgrade  altimeter  system  per¬ 
formance.  Notice  No.  64-14,  on  which 
this  amendment  is  predicated,  accord¬ 
ingly  was  limited  in  scope  to  design  and 
check  of  airplane  static  pressure  systems 
and  test  of  altimeters. 

Subsequent  to  Notice  No.  64-14,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  recodification 
program  was  completed.  As  explained 
in  the  Notice,  recodification  has  not  al¬ 
tered  the  substance  of  the  rules.  CAR 
§  3.665  is  now  FAR  §  23.1325;  CAR 
§  4b.612(b)  is  now  FAR  §  25.1325;  pro¬ 
posed  CAR  §  18.31  and  a  portion  of  pro¬ 
posed  FAR  §  91.170  have  become  FAR 
Part  43,  Appendix  E.  The  appropriate 
FAR  identification  will  be  used  here¬ 
inafter. 

In  response  to  the  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making,  the  Agency  received  sev¬ 
eral  comments  objecting  to  the  overall 
proposed  changes.  The  main  thrust  of 
these  unfavorable  comments  was  that 
the  new  rules  would  impose  costs  dis¬ 
proportionate  to  resulting  increases  in 
reliability,  utility,  or  safety  and  that  the 
accident  record  of  airplanes  operated 
under  the  general  operating  rules  did  not 
justify  the  proposed  changes. 

The  Agency  must  reject  any  conten¬ 
tion  that  revised  rules  upgrading  the 
accuracy  of  altimeter  systems  are  un¬ 
warranted.  Surveys  have  revealed  that 
a  high  percentage  of  airplanes  have 
leaky  static  pressure  systems.  Accident 
reports  in  certain  instances  have  pointed 
to  altimeter  errors;  in  other  unexplained 
accidents,  errors  in  instruments  depend¬ 
ent  on  static  pressure  source  may  not  be 
ruled  out  as  contributing  causes.  If  in¬ 
creased  safety  and  more  effective  air¬ 
space  utilization  are  to  be  achieved,  all 
airplanes  operated  in  IFR  conditions 
must  meet  the  same  altimeter  system 
equipment  installation  standards  to  op¬ 
erate  in  controlled  airspace. 

The  changes  and  comments  relating  to 
the  various  specific  parts  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  are  discussed  in  the 
following  paragraphs. 

FAR  §  23.1325.  The  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  provided  that  the  in¬ 
fluence  of  airplane  characteristics  not 
seriously  affect  the  accuracy  of  instru¬ 
ments  having  static  pressure  connec¬ 
tions,  further  specified  certain  static 
system  design  and  installation  details, 
required  a  system  proof  test,  and  made 
provision  for  countering  icing  conditions. 

Section  23.1325(a)  has  been  amended 
to  specify  that  static  pressure  connec¬ 
tions  be  vented  so  that  external  forces 
least  affect  instrument  accuracy.  This 
change  relaxes  the  requirement  of  the 
notice  and  parallels  the  wording  in  the 
comparable  section  of  Part  25. 

One  commentator  would  delete  the 
system  proof  test  pn  the  grounds  that 
it  does  not  reveal  errors  caused  by  a 
poorly  designed  or  located  static  source, 
and  that,  in  any  event,  such  small  static 
leaks  as  it  might  divulge  do  not  result 
in  static  system  errors.  The  Agency, 
however,  considers  the  proof  test  a  nec¬ 
essary  part  of  certification  because,  after 
the  design  is  completed,  system  leakage 
becomes  the  major  criterion  which  can¬ 


not  be  ignored  until  its  effect  is  proven 
inconsequential. 

Two  commentators  objected  to  proof 
testing  the  static  pressure  system  in  each 
production  airplane.  The  rule,  however, 
does  not  require  test  of  each  production 
airplane  although  that  would  be  one 
way  to  demonstrate  conformity  to  the 
approved  type  design.  As  suggested  by 
another  commentator,  sample  testing 
and  production  flight  check  could  be 
another  acceptable  means  of  showing 
conformity  if  there  were  a  showing  of  an 
adequate  quality  control  system  and 
compliance  with  the  equipment  func¬ 
tion  and  installation  requirements  of 
§  23.1301. 

The  Agency  does  not  concur  with  vari¬ 
ous  comments  recommending  that  it 
adopt  the  Air  Force  static  system  leakage 
rate  at  an  arbitrary  specified  altitude 
with  associated  instruments  discon¬ 
nected.  Since  many  static  system  leaks 
occur  at  instrument  disconnect  points,  it 
is  considered  that  a  realistic  test  for  Part 
23  airplanes  should  be  made  with  the  in¬ 
struments  connected.  Section  23.1325 
(b)  (2)  has  been  amended,  however,  to 
allow  a  reasonable  leakage  loss  tolerance 
with  associated  instruments  connected 
at  the  airplane  maximum  operating 
altitude. 

With  regard  to  negating  the  effect  of' 
icing  conditions,  one  commentator  rec¬ 
ommended  deleting  the  requirement 
altogether  in  low-performance  airplanes 
operating  under  VFR  conditions.  Two 
other  commentators  recommended  that 
a  protected  alternate  source  of  static 
pressure  be  allowed,  while  a  fourth 
recommended  use  of  an  optional  ice-free 
static  pressure  source  of  less  accuracy 
where  calibration  is  given  the  pilot. 

Since  static  vent  icing  may  occur  dur¬ 
ing  both  VFR  and  IFR  conditions  with 
hazardous  consequences,  the  Agency 
believes  there  is  ample  justification  for 
anti-icing  as  a  certification  requirement 
on  all  airplanes  employing  a  static  pres¬ 
sure  system  for  required  instruments. 
In  response  to  the  comments,  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  has  been  expanded  to  permit 
the  use  of  an  alternate  static  source  hav¬ 
ing  a  prescribed  accuracy  tolerance,  and, 
where  needed,  a  correction  card. 

FAR  §  25.1325.  The  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  altered  the  existing 
rule  in  part  by  adding  an  anti-icing  pro¬ 
vision,  by  specifying  certain  installation 
and  design  details  plus  a  system  proof 
test,  and  by  allowing  an  altimeter  cor¬ 
rection  device  bypass  instead  of  an 
alternate  altimeter  system. 

Several  commentators  contended  that 
the  proof  test  would  be  unrealistic  be¬ 
cause  no  tolerance  was  provided  and  it 
was  unclear  whether  the  specified  test 
pressure  referred  to  differential  or 
absolute  pressure.  Further  comments 
variously  recommended  adoption  of  mili¬ 
tary  requirements  for  leakage  rate  with 
associated  instruments  disconnected, 
adoption  of  a  400-foot  per  minute  rate  at 
40,000  feet,  and  adoption  of  different  sys¬ 
tem  tolerances  for  pressurized  and  un¬ 
pressurized  airplanes.  The  Agency 
agrees  with  the  comments  concerning 
tolerance  and  pressure  ambiguity,  and, 
accordingly,  has  amended  the  require¬ 
ment*  for  type  certification  to  include 


proof  test  at  a  pressure  differential  cor¬ 
responding  to  the  certificated  maximum 
operating  altitude.  The  rule  has  been 
further  amended  to  specify  a  reasonable 
maximum  leak  rate  of  100  feet  per 
minute  with  associated  instruments  con¬ 
nected.  The  Agency  does  not  agree  with 
the  recommendation  for  different  system 
tolerances  for  pressurized  and  unpres- 
surizsd  airplanes  since  an  altimeter  sys¬ 
tem  must  perform  satisfactorily  in  the 
most  critical  range  when  the  airplane 
pressurization  system  fails. 

The  Agency  does  not  concur  with  the 
contention  of  one  commentator  that  the 
notice  is  arbitrary  in  specifying  that 
pressure  remain  unaltered  when  exposed 
to  continuous  and  intermittent  maxi¬ 
mum  icing  conditions.  An  airplane  is 
certificated  for  a  certain  severity  of 
icing  condition  which  applies  to  all 
required  installations  including  the 
altimeter. 

Further  comments  to  the  effect  that 
automatic  correction  devices  be  required 
for  high  altitude — high  speed  airplanes 
and  that  correction  cards  be  used  where 
automatic  correction  devices  are  not 
available,  were  either  beyond  the  scope 
of  the  notice  or  already  covered  by  cur¬ 
rent  functional  and  lnstallatlonal  re¬ 
quirements. 

It  was  suggested  that  the  intent  of  the 
requirement  for  a  correction  device  by¬ 
pass  or  alternate  systems  be  clarified. 
The  Agency  feels,  however,  that  the  ob¬ 
jective  of  the  requirement  is  adequately 
stated  and  that  it  would  be  impractical 
to  be  more  specific  in  an  attempt  to  cover 
all  possible  design  features. 

FAR  Part  43,  Appendix  E.  The  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  described  new 
altimeter  Instrument  tests  for  scale 
error,  hysteresis,  after  effect,  friction, 
case  leak,  position  error,  and  barometric 
scale  error. 

In  the  Interest  of  organizational  unity, 
this  appendix  has  been  expanded  to  en¬ 
compass  the  details  of  the  static  pressure 
system  test  and  Inspection  as  proposed 
in  §  91.170  in  addition  to  the  altimeter 
Instrument  tests. 

In  response  to  several  comments,  the 
static  pressure  system  leakage  test  has 
been  amended  to  allow  a  leakage  toler¬ 
ance  instead  of  the  requirement  that  the 
system  be  leak  free. 

A  number  of  commentators  objected 
to  the  cost  of  upgrading  altimeter  stand¬ 
ards  and  recommended  that  tests  for 
scale  error,  hysteresis,  and  friction  be 
limited  to  the  maximum  operating  alti¬ 
tude  of  the  airplane  in  which  installed. 
The  Agency  concurs  and  the  rule  is 
amended  accordingly. 

One  commentator  suggested  that  all 
standard  atmosphere  data  be  taken  from 
the  same  source.  The  Agency  concurs 
and  has  used  “U.S.  Standard  Atmos¬ 
phere,  1962”  as  the  sole  source  for  alti¬ 
tude-pressure-tolerance  values. 

A  comment  contending  that  five  test 
altitudes  for  low-performance  airplanes 
is  sufficient  was  not  supported  by  any 
justification.  Also  a  comment  suggest¬ 
ing  that  test  points  be  selected  that  fall 
precisely  on  the  instrument  20-foot  scale 
marks  was  considered  unjustified  since 
in  normal  test  procedures,  one  quarter 
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of  a  scale  division  is  not  difficult  to 

estimate. 

The  Agency  agrees  that  the  12-hour 
rest  period  at  29.92  Inches  Hg  is  an 
unnecessary  hardship  and  has  deleted 
it  as  a  preliminary  requirement  in  the 
scale  error  test. 

One  commentator  recommended  dele¬ 
tion  of  tests  for  hysteresis,  after  effect, 
friction,  position  error,  and  barometric 
scale  error  since  scale  error  and  case 
leak  tests  are  sufficient  to  determine  if 
the  altimeter  should  be  returned  to  serv¬ 
ice.  Another  comment  stated  that  the 
barometric  scale  error  test  was  too  ex¬ 
tensive.  The  Agency  concurs  that  the 
position  error  test  is  unnecessary  and  it 
has  been  deleted.  Other  relief  has  been 
atforded  by  changing  specified  test 
points  in  the  hysteresis  test  and  reducing 
the  barometric  scale  error  test  to  only 
eight  test  pressures.  The  tests  for  hys¬ 
teresis,  after  effect,  friction,  and  baro¬ 
metric  scale  error  are  considered  essen¬ 
tial  for  checking  the  quality  of  the 
Instrument  and  its  indicating  accuracy 
consistency  and,  therefore,  have  not 
been  deleted. 

The  Agency  did  not  adopt  a  recom¬ 
mendation  that  the  20,000  feet  per 
minute  rate  of  pressure  change  for  the 
scale  error  test  be  reduced  since  no  justi¬ 
fication  was  presented. 

Several  commentators  suggested  creat¬ 
ing  new  classes  or  categories  of  altim¬ 
eters  for  different  altitude  ranges,  with 
less  stringent  test  criteria  for  those  oper¬ 
ating  at  the  lower  altitudes.  The 
Agency  does  not  concur  in  these  recom¬ 
mendations  since,  for  IFR  operation,  al¬ 
timeter  system  test  standards  must  be 
the  same  for  all  airplanes  regardless  of 
altitude  of  operation  or  whether  the  air¬ 
plane  is  pressurized. 

The  Agency  agrees  with  a  recommen¬ 
dation  that  the  altimeter  be  vibrated  to 
remove  friction  effect  before  taking  test 
readings  and  has  amended  the  test  pro¬ 
cedure  accordingly.  However,  a  further 
recommendation  that  the  vibration  fre¬ 
quency  be  specified,  if  adopted,  would 
impose  an  unnecessary  burden  since  the 
purpose  of  vibration  is  to  eliminate 
errors  due  to  friction  within  the  instru¬ 
ment. 

In  reply  to  a  comment  pointing  to  the 
impracticality  of  conducting  each  altim¬ 
eter  test  at  29.92  Inches  Hg  and  25 
degrees  C,  the  final  rule  has  been 
changed  so  as  to  delete  the  29.92  Inches 
Hg  pressure  requirement  and  to  prescribe 
appropriate  allowances  to  be  made  when 
test  temperatures  are  substantially  dif¬ 
ferent  from  an  ambient  of  25  degrees  C. 

FAR  §  91.170.  The  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  proposed  this  new  require¬ 
ment  to  provide  for  repetitive  checks  of 
the  static  pressure  system  in  all  general 
aviation  airplanes  and  of  altimeter  in¬ 
struments  Installed  in  airplanes  operat¬ 
ing  under  IFR  conditions  other  than 
those  coming  under  Part  121. 

The  amended  8  91.170  properly  charges 
the  operator  with  responsibility  for  in¬ 
suring  that  the  airplane  has  been  tested 
and  inspected  prior  to  flight  in  IFR 
conditions.  The  specific  static  pressure 
system  test  requirements  have  been  re¬ 
moved  from  this  section  and  incorpo¬ 
rated  into  Part  43,  Appendix  E  in  order 


that  the  complete  altimeter  system  test 
and  inspection  procedure  be  contained 
under  one  appropriate  heading. 

Three  commentators  indicated  some 
confusion  between  the  proposed  2-year 
inspection  and  the  periodic  airworthi¬ 
ness  inspection  of  §  91.169  for  aircraft 
having  dual  altimeters.  New  8  91.170 
has  been  reworded  to  delete  reference  to 
periodic  inspections  and  emphasize  that 
the  biennial  special  altimeter  system  in¬ 
spection  is  a  requirement  independent  of 
the  annual  or  100-hour  inspection  re¬ 
quired  by  8  91.169.  The  final  rule  also 
emphasizes  that  each  static  system  of  a 
dual  system,  as  well  as  each  altimeter  in¬ 
strument,  is  to  be  inspected. 

Two  commentators  pointed  to  hard¬ 
ships  due  to  a  shortage  of  Class  I  instru¬ 
ment  repair  stations.  It  is  the  Agency’s 
position,  however,  that  the  new  inspec¬ 
tion  requirements  impose  no  undue 
hardship  on  operators  since  the  inspec¬ 
tion  interval  is  long,  and  operations  may 
be  scheduled  to  place  airplanes  at  repair 
stations.  In  any  event,  only  IFR  opera¬ 
tions  would  be  curtailed  should  the  re¬ 
quired  inspection  not  take  place.  Some 
relief  is  afforded  in  the  final  rule  by  per¬ 
mitting  the  altimeter  tests  to  be  made  by 
an  appropriately  rated  repair  facility 
rather  than  a  certificated  Class  I  instru¬ 
ment  rated  repair  station. 

Several  commentators  recommended 
in  effect  that  the  rule  be  extended  to  pre¬ 
scribe  accuracy  tolerances  and  periodic 
accuracy  checks  of  instruments  used  in 
VFR  conditions.  While  the  recom¬ 
mendations  have  merit,  they  go  beyond 
the  scope  of  present  rule  making.  Un¬ 
der  the  current  regulations,  when  VFR 
flight  conditions  prevail,  collision  avoid¬ 
ance  is  primarily  dependent  on  visual 
means  rather  than  vertical  separation  by 
altimeter  information. 

The  final  rule  has  been  changed  to 
provide  for  a  8  91.170  compliance  date 
1  year  from  the  effective  date  of  the 
amendment. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  this  amendment.  All  relevant 
matter  submitted  has  been  fully  con¬ 
sidered. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Parts 
23,  25,  43,  and  91  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  are  amended  effective  July 

29. 1965,  as  set  forth  below. 

(Secs.  313(a).  601,  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958;  49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  1422) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 

21. 1965. 

N.  E.  Halaby, 
Administrator. 

1.  Section  23.1325  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  23.1325  Static  pressure  system. 

(a)  Each  instrument  provided  with 
static  pressure  case  connections  must  be 
so  vented  that  the  influence  of  airplane 
speed,  the  opening  and  closing  of  win¬ 
dows,  airflow  variations,  moisture,  or 
other  foreign  matter  will  least  affect  the 
accuracy  of  the  instruments  except  as 
noted  in  paragraph  (b)  (3)  of  this 
section. 

<b)  If  a  static  pressure  system  is  nec¬ 
essary  for  the  functioning  of  instruments. 


systems,  or  devices,  it  must  comply  with 
the  provisions  of  subparagraphs  (1) 
through  (3)  of  this  paragraph. 

(1)  The  design  and  installation  of  a 
static  pressure  system  must  be  such 
that — 

(1)  Positive  drainage  of  moisture  is 
provided; 

(ii)  Chafing  of  the  tubing,  and  exces¬ 
sive  distortion  or  restriction  at  bends  in 
the  tubing,  is  avoided;  and 

(ill)  The  materials  used  are  durable, 
suitable  for  the  purpose  intended,  and 
protected  against  corrosion. 

(2)  A  proof  test  must  be  conducted  to 
demonstrate  the  integrity  of  the  static 
pressure  system  by  evacuating  the  static 
pressure  system  until  the  pressure  differ¬ 
ential  corresponds  to  that  which  would 
exist  at  the  maximum  altitude  for  which 
the  airplane  is  type  certificated,  and  by 
demonstrating  that  this  pressure  differ¬ 
ential  is  maintained,  without  additional 
pumping  for  a  period  of  1  minute, 
with  a  loss  not  to  exceed  the  equivalent 
of  100  feet  of  altitude.  * 

(3)  If  a  static  pressure  system  is  pro¬ 
vided  for  any  instrument,  device,  or  sys¬ 
tem  required  by  the  operating  rules  of 
this  chapter,  each  static  pressure  port 
must  be  designed  or  located  in  such  man¬ 
ner  that  the  correlation  between  air 
pressure  in  the  static  pressure  system  and 
true  ambient  atmospheric  static  pres¬ 
sure  is  not  altered  when  the  aircraft  en¬ 
counters  icing  conditions.  An  anti-icing 
means  or  an  alternate  source  of  static 
pressure  may  be  used  in  showing  compli¬ 
ance  with  this  requirement.  If  the 
reading  of  the  altimeter  on  the  alternate 
static  pressure  system  exceeds  a  2  percent 
tolerance,  a  correction  card  may  be  used 
to  show  Compliance  with  this  require¬ 
ment. 

2.  Section  25.1325  is  amended  by 
amending  the  catchline  to  read  as  follows, 
by  amending  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c) 
to  read  as  follows,  and  by  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (f)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  25.1325  Static  pressure  systems. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Each  static  port  must  be  designed 
and  located  in  such  manner  that  the 
static  pressure  system  performance  is 
least  affected  by  airflow  variation,  or  by 
moisture  or  other  foreign  matter,  and 
that  the  correlation  between  air  pressure 
in  the  static  pressure  system  and  true 
ambient  atmospheric  static  pressure  is 
not  changed  when  the  airplane  is  exposed 
to  the  continuous  and  intermittent  maxi¬ 
mum  icing  conditions  defined  in  Appen¬ 
dix  C  of  this  part. 

(c)  The  design  and  installation  of  the  . 
static  pressure  system  must  be  such 
that — 

(1)  Positive  drainage  of  moisture  is 
provided;  chafing  of  the  tubing  and  ex¬ 
cessive  distortion  or  restriction  at  bends 
in  the  tubing  is  avoided;  and  the  ma¬ 
terials  used  are  durable,  suitable  for  the 
purpose  intended,  and  protected  against 
corrosion;  and 

(2)  It  is  airtight  except  for  the  port 
into  the  atmosphere. 

A  proof  test  must  be  conducted  to  dem¬ 
onstrate  the  integrity  of  the  static  pres¬ 
sure  system.  The  proof  test  must  be 
performed  by  evacuating  the  static  pres- 


8262 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


sure  system  until  the  pressure  differen¬ 
tial  corresponds  to  the  pressure  differen¬ 
tial  that  would  exist  at  the  maximum 
altitude  for  which  the  airplane  is  type 
certificated  and  by  demonstrating  that 
this  pressure  differential  is  maintained, 
without  additional  pumping,  for  a 
period  of  1  minute  with  a  loss  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  100  feet. 

*  *  •  *  • 

(f)  If  an  altimeter  system  is  fitted 
with  a  device  that  provides  corrections 
to  the  altimeter  Indication,  the  device 
must  be  designed  and  installed  in  such 
manner  that  it  can  be  bypassed  when  it 
malfunctions,  unless  an  alternate  altime¬ 
ter  system  is  provided.  Each  correction 
device  must  be  fitted  with  a  means  for 
indicating  the  occurrence  of  reasonably 
probable  malfunctions,  including  power 
failure,  to  the  flight  crew.  The  indicat¬ 
ing  means  must  be  effective  for  any  cock¬ 
pit  lighting  condition  likely  to  occur. 

3.  Part  43  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  appendix: 

Appendix  E 

ALTIMETER  SYSTEM  TEST  AND  INSPECTION 

Each  person  performing  the  altimeter 
system  tests  and  inspections  required  by 
$91,170  shaU  comply  with  the  following: 

(a)  Static  pressure  system: 

(1)  insure  freedom  from  entrapped  mois¬ 
ture  and  restrictions. 

(2)  Determine  that  leakage  is  within  the 
tolerances  established  in  $  23.1325  or 
$  25.1325,  whichever  Is  applicable. 

(3)  Determine  that  the  static  port  heater, 
if  Installed,  is  operative. 

(4)  Ensure  that  no  alterations  or  deforma¬ 
tions  of  the  airframe  surface  have  been  made 
that  would  affect  the  relationship  between 
air  pressure  in  the  static  pressure  system  and 
true  ambient  static  air  pressure  for  any  flight 
condition. 

(b)  Altimeter: 

(1)  Test  by  an  appropriately  rated  repair 
facility  in  accordance  with  the  following 
subparagraphs.  Unless  otherwise  specified, 
each  test  for  performance  may  be  conducted 
with  the  instrument  subjected  to  vibration.. 
When  tests  are  conducted  with  the  tempera¬ 
ture  substantially  different  from  ambient 
temperature  of  approximately  25  degrees  C., 
allowance  shall  be  made  for  the  variation 
from  the  specified  condition. 

(i)  Scale  error.  With  the  barometric  pres¬ 
sure  scale  at  29.92  inches  of  mercury,  the  al¬ 
timeter  Bhall  be  subjected  successively  to 
pressures  corresponding  to  the  altitude 
specified  in  Table  I  up  to  the  maximum 
normally  expected  operating  altitude  of  the 
airplane  in  which  the  altimeter  is  to  be  in¬ 
stalled.  The  reduction  in  pressure  shall  be 
made  at  a  rate  not  in  excess  of  20,000  feet 
per  minute  to  within  approximately  2,000 
feet  of  the  test  point.  The  test  point  shall 
be  approached  at  a  rate  compatible  with  the 

.  test  equipment.  The  altimeter  shall  be 
kept  at  the  pressure  corresponding  to  each 
test  point  for  at  least  1  minute,  but  not  more 
than  10  minutes,  before  a  reading  is  taken. 
The  error  at  all  test  points  must  not  exceed 
the  tolerances  specified  in  Table  I. 

(ii)  Hysteresis.  The  hysteresis  test  shall 
begin  not  more  than  15  minutes  after  the 
altimeter’s  initial  exposure  to  the  pressure 
corresponding  to  the  upper  limit  of  the  scale 
error  test  prescribed  in  subparagraph  (1); 
and  while  the  altimeter  is  at  this  pressure, 
the  hysteresis  test  shall  commence.  Pressure 
shall  be  increased  at  a  rate  simulating  a 
descent  in  altitude  at  approximately  (but  not 
exceeding)  20,000  feet  per  minute  until 
within  3,000  feet  of  the  first  test  point  (50 
percent  of  maximum  altitude).  The  test 


point  shall  then  be  approached  at  a  rate  of 
approximately  3,000  feet  per  minute.  The 
altimeter  shall  be  kept  at  this  pressure  for 
at  least  5  minutes,  but  not  more  than  15 
minutes,  before  the  test  reading  is  taken. 
After  the  reading  has  been  taken,  the  pres¬ 
sure  shall  be  increased  further,  in  the  same 
manner  as  before,  until  the  pressure  cor¬ 
responding  to  the  second  test  point  (40  per¬ 
cent  of  maximum  altitude)  is  reached.  The 
altimeter  shall  be  kept  at  this  pressure  for 
at  least  1  minute,  but  not  more  than  10 
minutes,  before  the  test  reading  is  taken. 
After  the  reading  has  been  taken,  the  pres¬ 
sure  shall  be  increased  further,  in  the  same 
manner  as  before,  until  atmospheric  pres¬ 
sure  is  reached.  The  reading  of  the  altimeter 
at  either  of  the  two  test  points  shall  not 
differ  by  more  than  the  tolerance  specified 
in  Table  n  from  the  reading  of  the  altimeter 
for  the  corresponding  altitude  recorded  dur¬ 
ing  the  scale  error  test  prescribed  in  sub- 
paragraph  (1). 

(ill)  After  effect.  Not  more  than  5  min¬ 
utes  after  the  completion  of  the  hysteresis 
test  prescribed  in  subparagraph  (11),  the 
reading  of  the  altimeter  (corrected  for  any 
change  in  atmospheric  pressure)  shall  not 
differ  from  the  original  atmospheric  pres¬ 
sure  reading  by  more  than  the  tolerance 
specified  in  Table  n. 

(lv)  Friction.  The  altimeter  shall  be 
subjected  to  a  steady  rate  of  decrease  of 
pressure  approximating  750  feet  per  minute. 
At  each  altitude  listed  in  Table  in.  the 
change  in  reading  of  the  pointers  after  vi¬ 
bration  shall  not  exceed  the  corresponding 
tolerance  listed  in  Table  III. 

(v)  Case  leak.  The  leakage  of  the  altim¬ 
eter  case,  when  the  pressure  within  it  cor¬ 
responds  to  an  altitude  of  18,000  feet,  shall 
not  change  the  altimeter  reading  by  more 
than  the  tolerance  shown  In  Table  II  during 
an  interval  of  1  minute. 

(vi)  Barometric  scale  error.  At  constant 
atmospheric  pressure,  the  barometric  pres¬ 
sure  scale  shall  be  set  at  each  of  the  pres¬ 
sures  (falling  within  its  range  of  adjustment) 
that  are  listed  in  Table  IV,  and  shall  cause 
the  pointer  to  Indicate  the  equivalent  alti¬ 
tude  difference  shown  in  Table  IV  with  a 
tolerance  of  25  feet. 

(2)  Altimeters  which  are  of  the  air  data 
computer  type  with  associated  computing 
systems  may  be  tested  in  parts,  by  major 
components,  to  specifications  developed  by 
the  manufacturer  and  acceptable  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator. 

(c)  Records:  Comply  with  the  provisions 
of  {  43.9  of  this  chapter  as  to  content,  form, 
and  designation  of  the  records. 

Table  I 

(Ref:  U.8.  Standard  Atmosphere,  1962) 

ALTITUDE  V.  PRESSURE 


Altitude  (feet) 


Equivalent] 
pressure 
(inches  of 
mercury) 


-1,000. 

0. . 

500 . 

1,000... 
1,500... 
2,000... 
3,000... 
4,000... 
6,000... 
8,000... 
10,000.. 
12,000.. 
14,000.. 
16,000. . 
18,000.. 
20,000.. 
22,000.. 
25,000.. 
30,000.. 
35,000.. 
40,000.. 
45,000.. 
60,000.. 


31.02 

29.92 

29.38 

28.86 

28.33 

27.82 

26.82 
25.84 
23.98 
22.22 

20.58 
19.03 

17.58 
16.22 
14.94 
13.75 
12.64 
11. 10 

8.89 

7.04 

5.64 

4.36 

3.43 


Tolerance 

(feet) 


±20 

20 

20 

20 

25 

30 

30 

35 

40 

60 

80 

90 

100 

110 

120 

130 

140 

155 

180 

205 

230 

255 

280 


Table  n 

TEST  TOLERANCES 

Tolerance 


Test  (Jeet) 

Case  Leak  Test _ ±100 

Hysteresis  Test: 

First  Test  Point  (50  percent  of  maxi¬ 
mum  altitude) _  75 

Second  Test  Point  (40  percent  Of 

maximum  altitude) _  75 

After  Effect  Test _ 30 

Table  III 
FRICTION 

Tolerance 

Altitude  (feet)  (feet) 

1,000 _  ±70 

2,000 _ 70 

3,000 _  70 

5,000 _  70 

10,000 _ _  80 

15,000 _  90 

20,000 _  100 

25,000 _  120 

30,000 _  140 

35,000 _  160 

40,000 _  180 

50,000 _  250 


Table  IV 

PRESS URE - ALTITU'D r  DIFFERENCE 

Altitude 

difference 


Pressure  (inches  of  Hg)  (feet) 

28.10 . —1727 

28.50  -  —1340 

29.00 _  —863 

29.50  _ —392 

29.92 . 0 

30.50  _  +531 

30.90 _  +893 

30.99 _  +974 


4.  Part  91  is  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Section  91.161(b)  is  amended  by 
adding  the  reference  “91. 170”  between 
the  references  “91.169”  and  “91.171.” 

(b)  By  adding  the  following  new  sec¬ 
tion  after  §  91.169: 

§  91.170  Altimeter  system  tests  and  in¬ 
spections. 

(a)  No  person  may  operate  an  alr- 
plane  in  controlled  airspace  under  IFR 
unless,  within  the  preceding  24  calendar 
months,  each  static  pressure  system  and 
each  altimeter  instrument  has  been 
tested  and  inspected  and  found  to  com¬ 
ply  with  Appendix  E  of  Part  43.  The  al¬ 
timeter  must  be  tested  by  an  appropri¬ 
ately  rated  repair  station. 

(b)  Compliance  with  this  section  is 
not  required  until  August  1,  1966. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-6757;  Filed,  June  28,  1965: 

8:45  &m.] 


[Docket  No.  2073;  Arndt.  37-2;  Technical 
Standard  Order  C-63a] 

PART  37 — TECHNICAL  STANDARD 
ORDER  AUTHORIZATIONS 

Airborne  Weather  Radar  Equipment 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
Incorporate  new  environmental  test  pro¬ 
cedures,  which  were  developed  to  be  more 
compatible  with  existing  and  anticipated 
aircraft  environmental  conditions,  into 
the  present  minimum  performance 
standards  for  airborne  weather  radar 
equipment  operating  within  the  radio¬ 
frequency  bands  of  5,350  to  5,470  Me.  and 
9,300  to  9,500  Me.  This  amendment  also 
revises  the  minimum  performance  stand¬ 
ards  to  require  a  minimum  range  capa- 
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bility  based  on  the  cruising  speed  of  the 
aircraft.  This  action  was  published  as 
a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  and  cir¬ 
culated  as  FAA  Notice  No.  63-44  (28  F.R. 

12669). 

Interested  persons  have  been  given  an 
opportunity  to  comment  on  this  regula¬ 
tion  and  due  consideration  has  been 
given  to  all  relevant  matter  presented. 

The  title  and  applicability  section  of 
the  TSO  have  been  revised  to  delete  the 
inadvertent  inclusion  of  ground  mapping 
radar  that  was  in  the  notice.  Also,  the 
applicability  section  of  the  standard  has 
been  amended  to  show  that  these  stand¬ 
ards  are  only  applicable  with  respect  to 
air  carrier  aircraft.  This  has  been  done 
since  only  air  carrier  aircraft  are  re¬ 
quired  to  have  this  equipment  approved. 
This  change  is  consistent  with  the 
change  made  to  the  final  rule  on  TSO 
C-66a  (DME) . 

Comments  were  received  objecting  to 
the  proposed  limits  for  emission  of  radio¬ 
frequency  energy.  The  commentators 
felt  that  these  more  stringent  limits 
would  increase  the  weight  and  cost  of 
the  units  and  that  the  limitations  in 
the  existing  TSO  have  proven  to  be  ade¬ 
quate  and  have  not  caused  interference 
problems.  The  proposed  standards  on 
emission  of  spurious  radio-frequency 
energy  were  the  result  of  a  study  to  re¬ 
vise  the  standards  on  all  electrical  and 
electronic  systems  used  in  aircraft.  It 
was  recognised  that  the  emissions  of  air¬ 
borne  electronic  systems  are  additive  and 
that  the  limitations  on  each  should  pre¬ 
vent  the  total  effect  of  all  systems  on  an 
aircraft  from  exceeding  an  acceptable 
limit.  These  standards,  as  established 
by  the  study,  have  been  Incorporated  In 
six  TSO’s  which  have  recently  been  re¬ 
vised.  However,  in  further  considering 
the  proposal  In  the  light  of  the  com¬ 
ments  received,  the  Agency  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  it  poses  a  special  problem  to 
manufacture  weather  radar  equipment 
to  the  proposed  specification  and  some 
relaxation  is  necessary.  Accordingly,  a 
change  in  |  2.14  has  been  made  to  allow 
a  slight  Increase  of  the  level  of  spurious 
radio-frequency  energy.  This  slight  in¬ 
crease  in  one  system  when  added  to  the 
radiated  energy  from  other  equipment  is 
not  expected  to  seriously  increase  the 
overall  energy  level.  This  relaxation, 
however,  cannot  be  allowed  on  other 
equipment  as  the  additive  effect  of  such 
a  relaxation  would  cause  a  noise  problem. 

One  commentator  suggested  that  care 
be  shown  in  keeping  the  minimum  stand¬ 
ards  high  and  broad  enough  to  insure 
reliability  and  maintainability.  The 
Agency  provides  for  reliability  of  equip¬ 
ment  through  conservative  component 
ratings  and  by  conducting  prescribed 
tests  which  cover  extremes  of  environ¬ 
ment  conditions.  The  prescribed  per¬ 
formance  standards  are  made  sufficiently 
exacting  so  that  designers  will  consider 
maintainability  of  the  equipment  when 
designing  it.  Further,  manufacturers 
are  required  to  submit  installation  in¬ 
structions  to  the  Agency,  so  that  when 
followed  the  equipment  will  perform  In 
service  as  well  as  required  in  the  per¬ 
formance  tests.  The  Agency  believes 
this  procedure  Includes  everything  rea¬ 
sonably  possible  for  the  establishment  of 


minimum  standards  to  insure  reliability 
and  maintainability. 

Comments  were  made  that  the  TSO 
only  covers  the  “c”  and  **xH  bands  of 
radar,  and  the  TSO  should  not  preclude 
the  use  of  “k”  band  radar.  Similarly, 
commentators  suggested  the  TSO  be  ex¬ 
panded  to  include  the  "k"  band.  The 
Agency  agrees  that  the  TSO  should  not 
preclude  the  use  of  "k”  band  radar,  and  it 
does  not.  The  “k”  band  was  not  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  notice  since  an  adequate 
basis  for  such  standards  was  not  avail¬ 
able  at  that  time.  The  Agency  agrees 
that  standards  for  “k”  band  radar  should 
be  provided  and  such  standards  are 
under  consideration. 

A  final  source  of  comment  was  a  sug¬ 
gestion  that  the  range  capability  table 
be  expanded  to  cover  at  least  200  miles. 
The  range  capability  factor  1s  based  on 
aircraft  operational  cruising  speeds  so 
that  a  pilot  can  have  sufficient  time 
within  which  to  detect  and  avoid  danger¬ 
ous  atmospheric  areas.  The  range  ca¬ 
pability  has  been  designed  to  provide  a 
minimum  time  of  12  minutes  of  warning 
at  subsonic  speeds.  Eventually,  with  the 
advent  of  supersonic  aircraft,  an  Increase 
In  the  range  will  be  necessary.  However, 
at  this  time  no  change  has  been  made. 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing,  certain 
editorial  corrections  have  been  made  In 
the  revised  performance  standards  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  this  TSO.  They  do  not  in¬ 
volve  any  change  in  substance. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
S  37.168  of  Part  37  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows,  effective  September  27,  1965. 

§  37.168  Airborne  weather  radar  equip¬ 
ment  operating  within  the  radio¬ 
frequency  bands  of  5,350  to  5,470 
Me.  and  9,300  to  9,500  Me.— TSO 
C— 63a. 

(a)  Applicability.  This  TSO  pre¬ 
scribes  the  minimum  performance  stand¬ 
ards  that  airborne  weather  radar  equip¬ 
ment,  to  be  used  on  U.S.  civil  aircraft 
engaged  in  air  carrier  operations,  must 
meet  in  order  to  be  identified  with  the 
applicable  TSO  marking.  New  models  of 
such  equipment  which  are  to  be  so 
identified  and  which  are  manufactured 
on  or  after  September  27,  1965,  must 
meet  the  requirements  set  forth  In  the 
FAA  Standard  entitled  “Minimum  Per¬ 
formance  Standards  for  Airborne 
Weather  Radar  Equipment  Operating 
Within  the  Radio-Frequency  Bands  of 
5,350  to  5,470  Me.  and  9,300  to  9,500  Me.’’, 
dated  March  15, 1965,’  and  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency  document,  “Environmental 
Test  Procedures  for  Airborne  Electronic 
Equipment,  dated  August  31, 1962.1 

(b)  Marking.  (1)  In  addition  to  the 
markings  specified  In  §  37.7,  the  equip¬ 
ment  shall  be  marked  to  indicate  the  en¬ 
vironmental  extremes  over  which  it  has 
been  designed  to  operate.  There  are  six 
environmental  test  procedures  outlined 
which  have  categories  established. 
These  should  be  identified  on  the  name¬ 
plate  by  the  words  “Environmental  Cate¬ 
gories”  or,  as  abbreviated,  “Env.  Cat.” 
followed  by  six  letters  which  identify  the 


1  Copies  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  Library  Services  Division,  HQ- 
820,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20663. 


categories  designated  In  the  FAA  docu¬ 
ment.  Reading  from  left  to  right,  the 
category  designations  shall  appear  on  the 
nameplate  In  the  following  order  so  that 
they  may  be  identified. 

(1)  Temperature-Altitude  Test  Cate¬ 
gory; 

(11)  Vibration  Test  Category; 

(ill)  Audio-Frequency  Magnetic  Field 
Susceptibility  Test  Category  r 

(iv)  Radio-Frequency  Susceptibility 
Test  Category; 

(v)  Emission  of  Spurious  Radio-Fre¬ 
quency  Energy  Test  Category;  and 

(vi)  Explosion  Test. 

(2)  Six  classes  of  equipment  based  on 
range  capability  have  been  established 
in  the  FAA  Standard  under  paragraph 
2.4,  Range  Capability.  The  equipment 
shall  be  marked  to  Indicate  the  distance 
range  declared  by  the  manufacturer. 

(3)  In  some  cases  such  as  under  the 
Temperature-Altitude  Test  Category,  a 
manufacturer  may  wish  to  substantiate 
his  equipment  under  two  categories.  In 
this  case,  the  nameplate  shall  be  marked 
with  both  categories  In  the  space  desig¬ 
nated  for  that  category  by  placing  one 
letter  above  the  other  such  as  “Env.  Cat. 

pBAAAX  Class  3.” 

(4)  Each  separate  component  of 
equipment  (antenna,  synchronizer  unit. 
Indicator  console,  etc.)  shall  be  Identi¬ 
fied  with  at  least  the  manufacturer’s 
name,  TSO  number,  and  the  environ¬ 
mental  categories  over  which  the  equip¬ 
ment  component  is  designed  to  operate. 

(c)  Data  requirements.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  §  37.5,  the  manu¬ 
facturer  shall  furnish  to  the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
Flight  Standards  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  In  the  region  In  which  the 
manufacturer  Is  located,  the  following 
technical  data: 

(1)  Six  copies  of  the  manufacturer’s 
operating  Instructions  and  equipment 
limitations; 

(2)  Six  copies  of  the  installation  pro¬ 
cedures  with  applicable  schematic  draw¬ 
ings,  wiring  diagrams,  and  specifications, 
Indicating  any  limitations,  restrictions, 
or  other  conditions  pertinent  to  Installa¬ 
tion;  and 

(3)  One  copy  of  the  manufacturer’s 
test  report. 

(Sec.  313(a)  and  801  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  Of  1068;  46  U.S.C.  1364(a) ,  1421) 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
22, 1965. 

O.  S.  Moore, 

Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  86-8782;  Filed,  June  28,  1085; 

8:48  a.m.J 


[Docket  No.  6361;  Arndt.  39-87] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

United  Data  Control,  Inc.,  Model 
F— 542,  Series  Flight  Data  Recorders 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring  mod¬ 
ifications  to  ensure  containment  of  the 
magazine  assembly  within  the  frame  of 
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the  recorder  and  to  provide  additional 
protection  for  the  recording  medium 
from  crushing  and  puncturing  forces  on 
United  Data  Control,  Inc.,  Model  P-542, 
Series  flight  data  recorders,  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  29  F.R.  16430. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  amendment.  A  comment  op¬ 
posed,  in  principle,  the  issuance  of  this 
airworthiness  directive  to  impose  design 
changes  to  an  item  meeting  the  require¬ 
ments  of  a  technical  standard  order. 
The  Agency  appreciates  this  viewpoint 
but  accident  investigation  has  been 
hampered  by  the  mechanical  and  fire 
damage  sustained  by  flight  recorders  dur¬ 
ing  accidents.  Accordingly,  preparation 
of  proposed  revisions  to  the  minimum 
performance  standards  of  the  TSO  for 
flight  recorders  has  been  undertaken  and 
this  AD  is  necessary  to  correct  the  con¬ 
dition  of  flight  recorders  presently  in¬ 
stalled. 

Comments  expressed  concern  on  avail¬ 
ability  of  parts  and  stringency  of  the 
compliance  time.  The  Agency  has  de¬ 
termined  that  the  necessary  parts  will 
be  available  in  sufficient  time  to  enable 
operators  to  comply  with  this  AD  within 
8  months  after  its  effective  date,  rather 
than  6  months  as  proposed,  and  the  AD 
has  been  changed  accordingly. 

As  proposed  the  AD  would  have  re¬ 
quired  modification  of  the  flight  recorder 
in  accordance  with  United  Data  Con¬ 
trol  Service  Bulletin  No.  10,  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  15,  1964.  Subsequent  to  the 
issuance  of  the  proposal,  the  manufac¬ 
turer  amended  that  service  bulletin  by 
removing  from  it  the  magazine  latch 
modification  and  by  changing  the  at¬ 
tachment  of  the  armor  plates  which  were 
to  be  added  along  the  side  of  the  maga¬ 
zine.  The  mounting  was  changed  to  an¬ 
choring  at  only  one  end  to  prevent 
distorting  the  casting  and  changing  the 
calibration  of  the  recorder.  The  maga¬ 
zine  latch  modification  is  now  described 
in  Service  Bulletin  No.  12  dated  Jan¬ 
uary  15,  1965,  and  the  remainder  of  the 
changes  are  described  in  Service  Bulletin 
No.  10A,  dated  January  12,  1965.  These 
changes  would  require  the  use  of  stain¬ 
less  steel  studs  in  place  of  binder  head 
screws  in  mounting  the  armor  plates  to 
the  casting.  The  Agency  considers  that 
the  total  effect  of  these  changes  is  minor 
in  nature  and  does  not  change  the  es¬ 
sential  purposes  of  the  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a) ,  601,  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  airworthiness  directive: 

United  Data  Control,  Inc.  Applies  to  United 
Data  Control,  Inc.,  Model  F-542,  Series 
Flight  data  recorders  Installed  In  air¬ 
craft  as  required  by  applicable  operating 
rules. 

Compliance  required  within  8  months’ 
time  In  service  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
AD,  unless  already  accomplished. 

To  Improve  the  crash  survivability  of  the 
flight  record,  modify  all  United  Data  Con¬ 
trol,  Inc.,  Model  F-542,  Series  flight  data 
recorders,  Serial  Number  1899  and  prior,  In 


accordance  with  UDC  Service  Bulletins  10, 
dated  September  15, 1964,  “A”  Revision  dated 
January  12,  1965,  and  12  dated  January  15, 
1965,  as  follows: 

(a)  Install  UDC  armor  plates  100275  and 
100276  and  blocks  100277  and  100279  and 
studs  100278  on  the  sides  of  the  case. 

(b)  Replace  the  front  panel  assembly  with 
a  UDC  P/N  100198  armored  front  panel 
assembly. 

(c)  Replace  the  magazine  latch  assembly 
with  a  UDC  P/N  100168  magazine  latch 
assembly. 

(d)  Remove  the  nameplate  from  the  old 
door,  and  attach  It  to  the  new  door. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
July  29, 1965. 

(Sec.  313(a),  601,  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958;  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421, 
1423) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
22, 1965. 

G.  S.  Moore, 

Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6758;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-WE-68] 

PART  71— designation  of  federal 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Revocation  of  Control  Area  Extension 
and  Designation  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  alter  the  controlled  airspace 
in  the  Bryce  Canyon,  Utah,  area. 

A  comprehensive  review  of  the  air¬ 
space  requirements  in  the  Bryce  Canyon 
area,  including  studies  attendant  to  the 
implementation  of  the  provisions  of  CAR 
Amendments  60-21/69-29,  has  disclosed 
that  the  retention  of  the  control  area 
extension  with  a  floor  of  700  feet  above 
the  surface  is  no  longer  required  for  air 
traffic  control  purposes. 

Therefore,  the  Federal  Aviation  Agen¬ 
cy  has  determined  that  It  would  be  in 
the  public  interest  and  in  keeping  with 
the  intent  of  CAR  Amendments  60- 
21/60-29  to  revoke  the  existing  Bryce 
Canyon  control  area  extension  and  des¬ 
ignate  in  lieu  thereof  a  transition  area 
with  a  floor  of  11,500  feet  MSL.  The 
transition  area  would  provide  the  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  required  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  aircraft  executing  prescribed 
holding  procedures  for  the  Bryce  Canyon 
VORTAC. 

Since  the  changes  effected  by  these 
amendments  are  less  restrictive  in  na¬ 
ture  than  the  present  requirements  and 
impose  no  additional  burden  on  any  per¬ 
son,  notice  and  public  procedure  hereon 
are  unnecessary  and  the  amendments 
may  be  made  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended  effective  upon  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

In  §  71.165  (29  FR.  17560),  the  Bryce 
Canyon,  Utah,  control  area  extension  is 
revoked. 

In  8  71.181  (29  F.R.  17643),  the  fol¬ 
lowing  transition  area  is  added: 


Bryce  Canyon,  Utah 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from 
11,500  feet  MSL  within  7  miles  NW  and  10 
miles  SB  of  the  Bryce  Canyon  VORTAC  240° 
and  060*  radlals,  extending  from  20  miles  SW 
to  9  miles  NE  of  the  VORTAC.  v 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended;  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C 
1348) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  June 
21, 1965. 

Joseph  H.  Tippets, 
Director,  Western  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6769;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.[ 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-EA-47] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airways  and 
Designation  of  Reporting  Point 

On  March  31,  1965,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (30  FR.  4207)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was 
considering  amendments  to  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  segments  of  VOR  Federal  air¬ 
ways  Nos.  1,  6,  31,  34,  36,  106,  116,  126, 
146,  153,  157,  164,  273,  433,  445,  467,  487, 
489,  and  802,  and  designate  the  Kingston, 
N.Y.,  low  altitude  reporting  point. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  submission 
of  comments.  All  comments  received 
were  favorable. 

Subsequent  to  the  publication  of  the 
notice,  it  has  been  determined  that  utili¬ 
zation  of  the  Hartford,  Conn.,  280*  True 
radial  in  lieu  of  the  279*  True  radial  in 
the  realignment  of  V-433  would  permit 
this  airway  to  terminate  at  the  center- 
line  of  the  segment  of  V-58  designated 
between  Hartford  and  Poughkeepsie, 
N.Y.  In  addition,  the  extension  of  V-292 
as  a  common  airway  segment  with  V-489 
from  Sparta,  N.J.,  to  the  Budd  Lake, 
N.J.,  Intersection  would  provide  a  pre¬ 
ferred  route  (V-292)  from  the  Boston, 
Mass./Providence,  RJ.,  terminals  to  the 
Budd  Lake  Intersection  which  is  the  in¬ 
bound  fix  for  traffic  landing  at  Newark, 
N.J.  Accordingly,  action  is  taken  herein 
to  incorporate  these  amendments. 

Since  these  amendments  are  essentially 
minor  in  nature,  compliance  with  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  is  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t..  August  19, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  Section  71.123  (29  F.R.  17509,  30 
F.R.  1189,  4121)  is  amended  as  follows: 

a.  In  V-l  “Kennedy:  INT  of  Kennedy 
359°  and  Carmel,  N.Y.,  205°  radials; 
Carmel;  to  Poughkeepsie,  N.Y.”  is  de¬ 
leted  and  “to  Kennedy."  is  substituted 
therefor. 

b.  In  V-6  everything  after  "Selins- 
grove,  Pa. is  deleted  and  “INT  of  Sel- 
insgrove  087°  and  Allentown,  Pa.,  283* 
radials;  Allentown;  to  Solberg,  N.J.  The 
airspace  within  R-4803  is  excluded.”  is 
substituted  therefor. 
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c.  In  V-31  including  a  W  alternate 
from  Selinsgrove  to  Elmira  via  INT  of 
Selinsgrove  342°  and  Elmira  187°  ra- 
dials;”  is  deleted. 

d.  In  V-34  “INT  of  Huguenot,  N.Y., 
046°  and  Carmel,  N.Y.,  295°  radials;”  is 

deleted. 

e.  In  V-36  “Sparta,  N.J.,  to  Riverhead, 
N.Y.”  is  deleted  and  “to  Sparta,  N.J.”  is 
substituted  therefor. 

f.  In  V-106  “Thornhurst,  Pa.;”  is  de¬ 
leted  and  “INT  of  Selinsgrove  067°  and 
Thornhurst,  Pa.,  237°  radials;  Thorn- 
hurst;”  is  substituted  therefor. 

g.  In  V-116  “to  INT  of  Sparta  112° 
and  Carmel,  N.Y.,  232°  radials.”  is  de¬ 
leted  and  “INT  of  Sparta  108°  and  La 
Guardla,  N.Y.,  338°  radials;  to  La  Guar- 
dia.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

h.  In  V-126  “to  Riverhead,  N.Y.”  is  de¬ 
leted  and  “INT  of  Huguenot  102°  and 
Carmel.  N.Y.,  274°  radials;  Carmel;  to 
INT  of  Carmel  093°  and  Norwich,  Conn., 
227°  radials.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

i.  In  V-146  everything  before  “Putnam, 
Conn.;”  is  deleted  and  “Prom  Pough¬ 
keepsie,  N.Y.,  via”  is  substituted  there¬ 
for,  and  "The  airspace  within  R-4104 
shall  be  used  only  after  obtaining  prior 
approval  from  appropriate  authority.”  is 
deleted. 

j.  In  V-153  everything  before  “Wilkes- 
Barre,  Pa.;”  is  deleted  and  “Prom  INT 
of  Sparta,  N  J.,  194*  and  Stillwater,  N.J., 
110’  radials  via  Stillwater;”  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefor. 

k.  In  V-157  “Prom  La  Guardla,  N.Y., 
to  the  INT  of  La  Guardla  034°  and  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn.,  245°  radials.”  is  deleted. 

l.  In  V-164  “INT  of  Williamsport  125° 
and  East  Texas,  Pa.,  321°  radials;”  is  de¬ 
leted  and  “INT  of  Williamsport  129°  and 
East  Texas,  Pa.,  315°  radials;”  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefor. 

m.  In  V-273  "Prom  Huguenot,  N.Y., 
via”  is  deleted  and  “Prom  INT  of  Sparta, 
N.J.,  194°  and  Stillwater,  N.J.,  110°  radi¬ 
als  via  Stillwater;”  is  substituted  there¬ 
for. 

n.  In  V-292  “Prom  Sparta,  N.J.,  via”  is 
deleted  and  “Prom  INT  of  Sparta,  N.J., 
194°  and  Stillwater,  N  J.,  110°  radials  via 
Sparta;”  is  substituted  therefor. 

o.  In  V-433  everything  after  “La 
Guardla;"  is  deleted  and  “INT  of  La 
Guardla  059°  and  Carmel,  N.Y.,  127°  ra¬ 
dials;  Bridgeport,  Conn.;  to  INT  of 
Bridgeport  005°  and  Hartford,  Conn., 
280  radials.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

p.  V-445  is  amended  to  read: 

V-445  Prom  La  Guardla,  N.Y.,  to  INT 
of  La  Guardla  034°  and  Hartford,  Conn., 
245  radials. 

q.  V-467  is  amended  to  read: 

V-467  Prom  La  Guardla,  N.Y.,  to  Ma¬ 
dison,  Conn. 

r.  In  V-487  “Prom  Poughkeepsie,  N.Y., 
via”  is  deleted  and  “Prom  INT  of  La 
Guardla,  N.Y.,  034°  and  Carmel,  N.Y., 
188°  radials  via  Carmel;  Poughkeepsie. 
NY.;”  is  substituted  therefor. 

s.  In  V-489  everything  before  "Kings¬ 
ton,  N.Y.;”  is  deleted  and  “Prom  INT 
Sparta,  NJ.,  194*  and  Stillwater,  N.J., 
110°  radials  via  Sparta;”  is  substituted 
therefor  and  “The  airspace  within  R- 
5206  shall  be  used  only  after  obtaining 


prior  approval  from  appropriate  author¬ 
ity.”  is  deleted. 

t.  In  V-802  “INT  of  Selinsgrove  083° 
and  Ravine  040°  radials;  Allentown, 
Pa.;”  is  deleted  and  “Selinsgrove  087° 
and  Allentown,  Pa.,  283°  radials;  Allen¬ 
town;”  is  substituted  therefor. 

2.  Section  71.203  (29  FH.  17711)  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following: 
“Kingston,  N.Y.” 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
23, 1965. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 

Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

]F.R.  Doc.  65-6780;  FUed,  June  28,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.] 


( Airspace  Docket  No.  64-WE-72] 

PART  71  — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airways 

On  March  2, 1965,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (30  P.R.  2682)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposed  to 
alter  VOR  Federal  airways  Nos.  26  and 
187  in  the  vicinity  of  Vernal,  Utah. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

Subsequent  to  the  publication  of  the 
notice,  it  has  been  determined  that  the 
airspace  between  the  main  and  the  al¬ 
ternate  segments  of  V-187  between 
Grand  Junction,  Colo.,  and  Rock  Springs. 
Wyo.,  is  not  required  for  air  traffic  con¬ 
trol.  Since  release  of  this  airspace  will 
reduce  the  burden  upon  the  public,  notice 
and  public  procedure  on  this  change  Is 
unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  August 
19, 1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Section  71.123  (29  PH.  17509,  30  FJR. 
4670,  6113)  is  amended  as  follows: 

a.  In  V-26  “Prom  Mytoc,  Utah,  via 
Cherokee,  Wyo.;”  is  deleted  and  “Prom 
Myton,  Utah,  79  MSL,  via  Vernal,  Utah; 
19  miles  12  AGL,  105  MSL  Cherokee, 
Wyo.;”  is  substituted  therefor. 

b.  In  V-187  “Rock  Springs,  Wyo.;”  is 
deleted  and  “Rock  Springs,  Wyo.,  includ¬ 
ing  a  W  alternate  from  Grand  Junction, 
45  miles  103  MSL,  59  miles  85  MSL,  12 
AGL  Vernal,  Utah;  15  miles  12  AGL,  110 
MSL  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.  (excluding  the 
airspace  between  the  main  segment  and 
this  alternate  airway) ;”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  erf 
1958;  49  OS.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
23.  1965. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 

Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

(Fit.  Doc.  65-6761;  FUed.  June  28,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.] 


Title  19-CUSTOMS  DUTIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Customs, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 

[T.D.  56432]'" 

PART  12— SPECIAL  CLASSES  OF 
MERCHANDISE 

PART  25— CUSTOMS  BONDS 
Coffee  Imports  and  Exports 

The  following  regulations  are  promul¬ 
gated  under  the  authority  conferred  upon 
the  President  by  section  2,  subsections 
(1)  and  (2)  of  the  International  Coffee 
Agreement  Act  of  1965  (Public  Law  89- 
23,  79  Stat.  112)  which  authority  was 
delegated  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  by  Executive  Order  No.  11229,  dated 
June  14,  1965  (30  PH.  7741). 

The  regulations  will  prescribe  pro¬ 
cedures  for  the  entry  for  consumption  or 
withdrawal  from  warehouse  for  con¬ 
sumption  of  coffee  imported  from  coun¬ 
tries  which  are  members  of  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Coffee  Organization  and  pro¬ 
cedures  to  be  followed  in  connection  with 
the  export  or  reexport  of  coffee  from  the 
United  States. 

1.  Part  12  is  amended  by  adding  a 
new  center  head  and  section  as  follows: 

Imports  and  Exports  Under  Interna¬ 
tional  Coffee  Agreement 

§  12.70  Regulations  prescribed  under 
the  International  .Coffee  Agreement 
Act  of  1965. 

(a)  Effective  date.  The  regulations 
in  this  section  shall  apply  to  coffee  ex¬ 
ported  on  and  after  July  1,  1965,  from  a 
country  which  is  a  member  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  Coffee  Agreement  of  1962  (14 
UST  1911)  and  shall  continue  in  effect 
during  all  times  that  the  International 
Coffee  Agreement  and  the  International 
Coffee  Agreement  Act  of  1965  (79  Stat. 
112)  remain  in  force  and  effect. 

(b)  Certificate  of  origin  and  reexport. 
No  coffee  imported  from  a  country  which 
is  a  member  of  the  International  Coffee 
Agreement  of  1962  shall  be  admitted  to 
entry  for  consumption  in  the  customs 
territory  of  the  United  States  unless 
there  is  presented  for  such  coffee  a  valid 
certificate  of  origin  or  certificate  of  re¬ 
export  prescribed  under  the  Agreement, 
or  unless  a  bond  for  the  production  of 
a  proper  certificate  is  filed  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (d)  of  this  section.  No  coffee 
shall  be  exported  from  the  United  States 
unless  there  has  been  issued  for  each 
such  shipment  for  which  a  certificate  is 
required  under  the  Agreement  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  reexport  on  customs  Form  4469. 
A  certificate  of  origin  or  reexport  shall 
not  be  required  for  shipments  of  coffee 
proceeding  through  the  United  States  on 
a  through  bill  of  lading  nor  for  coffee  en¬ 
tered  for  consumption  in  or  reexported 
to  Puerto  Rico. 

(c)  Entry  at  more  than  one  port. 
When  portions  of  a  single  shipment  re¬ 
quiring  s  certificate  of  origin  or  cer¬ 
tificate  of  reexport  are  entered  at  differ¬ 
ent  ports,  the  certificate  of  origin  or  re¬ 
export  shall  be  surrendered  to  customs 
at  the  first  port  where  a  portion  of  the 
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shipment  is  entered.  The  importer  or 
his  agent  may  request  the  collector  at 
that  port  to  prepare  and  certify  a  cer¬ 
tificate  substantially  in  the  form  set  out 
below  to  be  presented  to  customs  at  suc¬ 
ceeding  ports  where  coffee  is  to  be  en¬ 
tered: 

(Certificate  of  Origin)  (Certificate  of  Re¬ 
export)  issued  by - - 

(Name  of  country) 

Reference  No. _ covering _ of 

(Quantity 
of  coffee) 

_ _  was  filed  at _ 

(Kind  of  coffee)  (Name  of  port) 

with  entry  No.  _  dated  _ _ 

covering _ of _ _ 

(Quantity  (Kind  of  coffee) 
of  coffee) 

Certified  correct _ _  19 — . 


(Importer  or  his  agent) 


(CoUector  of  Customs) 

This  certificate  shall  be  prepared  in  du¬ 
plicate.  The  original  shall  be  returned 
to  the  importer  or  his  agent  and  may  be 
presented  to  customs  at  succeeding  ports 
in  lieu  of  a  certificate  of  origin  or  cer¬ 
tificate  of  reexport  provided  the  amount 
of  coffee  entered  at  succeeding  ports 
does  not  exceed  the  difference  between 
the  amount  shown  on  the  original  cer¬ 
tificate  of  origin  or  reexport  and  the 
amount  of  coffee  entered  at  preceding 
ports.  If  portions  of  a  shipment  are  to 
be  entered  at  more  than  two  ports  the 
certificate  shall  not  be  taken  up  until 
the  last  portion  of  the  shipment  is  en¬ 
tered.  The  certificate  shall  be  noted  by 
customs  at  each  port  where  a  portion 
of  the  shipment  is  entered  to  show  the 
amount  of  coffee  entered  at  that  port. 

(d)  Acceptance  of  shipment  without 
certificates  of  origin  and  reexport;  bond. 
If  a  certificate  of  origin  or  reexport  is 
not  available  at  the  time  of  entry,  the 
entry  shall  be  accepted  only  if  (1)  the 
collector  is  satisfied  that  the  failure  to 
produce  the  required  certificate  is  due  to 
a  cause  beyond  the  control  of  the  person 
for  whom  the  entry  is  tendered,  and  (2) 
such  person  or  his  agent  gives  a  bond 
on  customs  Forms  7551,  7553,  or  7595  for 
the  production  of  the  required  certificate. 
The  amount  of  the  bond  shall  be  $5,000 
or  an  amount  equivalent  to  the  esti¬ 
mated  value  of  the  coffee  involved, 
whichever  is  lower,  unless  a  larger 
amount  is  deemed  necessary  to  insurd 
compliance  with  these  regulations.  If  a 
certificate  in  the  required  form  is  not 
produced  within  3  months  of  the 
date  of  entry,  liquidated  damages  in  the 
full  amount  of  the  bond  shall  be  as¬ 
sessed.  Such  liquidated  damages  may 
be  cancelled  upon  the  payment  of  a 
lesser  amount  to  be  determined  by  the 
Bureau  if  the  importer  produces  satis¬ 
factory  evidence  that  the  shipment  was 
authorized  in  accordance  with  the  In¬ 
ternational  Coffee  Agreement,  or  that  the 
failure  to  produce  a  certificate  was  not 
due  to  negligence  or  lack  of  good  faith 
on  the  part  of  any  party  to  the  trans¬ 
action.  (Sec.  623,  46  Stat.  759,  Sec.  2, 
79  Stat.  112;  19  UJ3.C.  1623,  Pi.  89-23.) 

2.  To  add  certificates  of  origin  and 
reexport  required  under  the  Interna¬ 


tional  Coffee  Agreement  to  the  list  of 
documents  excepted  from  the  provision 
for  treating  any  bond  charge  for  the 
production  of  a  missing  document  as 
satisfied  upon  payment  of  the  sum  of 
$25  as  liquidated  damages,  $  25.17(a)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  25.17  Nonproduction  of  documents; 
failure  to  redeliver  packages;  sums 
to  be  collected. 

•  *  *  •  * 

(a)  Collectors  of  customs  are  hereby 
authorized  to  treat  any  bond  charge  for 
the  production  of  a  missing  document 
as  satisfied  upon  payment  by  the  princi¬ 
pal  or  surety  of  the  stun  of  $25  as  liqui¬ 
dated  damages  for  each  missing  declara¬ 
tion  of  the  consignee  or  other  document, 
except  shippers’  export  declarations, 
special  customs  and  commercial  in¬ 
voices,  and  certificates  of  origin  and  cer¬ 
tificates  of  reexport  required  under 
§  12.70  of  this  chapter,  not  produced 
within  the  time  prescribed  by  law  or 
regulations  or  any  lawful  extension  of 
such  time. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(Secs.  623,  624,  46  Stat.  679,  as  amended;  19 
US.C.  1623, 1624) 

[seal]  Lester  D.  Johnson, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  June 22, 1965. 

James  A.  Reed, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

(F.R.  Doc.  66-6854;  Plied,  June  28,  1965; 

8:50  am.] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 
SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  120— TOLERANCES  AND  EX¬ 
EMPTIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES 
FOR  PESTICIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR 
ON  RAW  AGRICULTURAL  COM¬ 
MODITIES 

/ 

2,6-Dichloro-4-Nitroaniline; 

Tolerances  for  Residues 

A  petition  was  filed  (PP  5F0434)  with 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  by 
The  Upjohn  Co.,  Kalamazoo,  Mich., 
49001,  proposing  the  establishment  of 
tolerances  for  residues  of  the  fungicide 
2 ,6-dlchloro-4-nltroanlline. 

After  this  petition  was  filed,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  submitted  a  report  of  a  completed 
reproduction  study  in  rats  to  remove  a 
deficiency  cited  in  the  notice  of  filing 
(30  F.R.  3723 ;  March  20, 1965) ,  and  some 
of  the  tolerance  levels  originally  re¬ 
quested  were  also  changed. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  cer¬ 
tified  that  this  pesticide  chemical  1s  use¬ 
ful  for  the  purposes  for  which  tolerances 
are  being  established. 

After  consideration  of  the  data  sub¬ 
mitted  in  the  petition  and  other  relevant 
material  which  show  that  the  tolerances 


established  in  this  order  will  protect  the 
public  health,  and  by  virtue  of  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  by  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
408(d)(2),  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.S.C. 

346a (d)  (2))  and  delegated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  (21  CFR  2.90) .  the  regulations  for 
tolerances  for  pesticide  chemicals  in  or 
on  raw  agricultural  commodities  (21 
CFR  Part  120)  are  amended  as  set  forth 
below: 

§  120.3  [Amended] 

L  By  adding  to  S  120.3  Tolerances  for 
related  pesticide  chemicals,  in  paragraph 
(e)(4),  after  the  item  l,l-Dichloro-2,2- 
bis(p-ethylphenyl) ethane  the  new  item: 
2,6-Dichloro-4-nitroanillne. 

2.  By  adding  to  Subpart  C  the  follow¬ 
ing  new  section: 

§  120.200  2,6-Dichloro-4-nitroaniline; 
tolerances  for  residues. 

Tolerances  for  residues  of  the  fungi¬ 
cide  2,6-dichloro-4-nitroaniline  are  es¬ 
tablished  as  follows: 

20  parts  per  million  in  or  on  apricots, 
nectarines,  peaches  (from  preharvest  and 
postharvest  application),  sweet  cherries 
(from  preharvest  and  postharvest  appli¬ 
cation),  snap  beahs. 

15  parts  per  million  in  or  on  straw¬ 
berries. 

10  parts  per  million  in  or  on  grapes,  let¬ 
tuce.  sweetpotatoes  (from  postharvest 
application) . 

5  parts  per  million  in  or  on  garlic,  on¬ 
ions,  tomatoes. 

Unless  otherwise  specified,  the  tolerances 
prescribed  in  this  section  provide  for 
residues  from  preharvest  application 
only. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at 
any  time  within  30  days  from  the  date 
of  its  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  Room  5440,  330  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20201, 
written  objections  thereto,  preferably 
in  qulntuplicate.  Objections  shall  show 
wherein  the  person  filing  will  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  the  order  and  specify 
with  particularity  the  provisions  of  the 
order  deemed  objectionable  and  the 
grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing 
is  requested,  the  objections  must  state 
the  Issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing 
will  be  granted  if  the  objections  are  sup¬ 
ported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections  may 
be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or 
brief  in  support  thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  406(d)(2),  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.S.C. 
346a(d) (2) ) 

Dated:  June  23, 1965. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

I  F.R.  Doc.  66-6785;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 
8:47  &.m.] 


Tuesday,  June  29,  1965 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


8267 


PART  121 — FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  F — Food  Additives  Resulting 
From  Contact  With  Containers  or 
Equipment  and  Food  Additives 
Otherwise  Affecting  Food 

Adhesives 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  data  In  a  petition 
(PAP  5B1745)  filed  by  American  Cyana- 
mid  Co.,  Wayne,  N.J.,  07470,  and  other 
relevant  material,  has  concluded  that  the 
food  additive  regulations  should  be 
amended  to  provide  for  the  use  of  addi¬ 
tional  substances  In  the  production  of 
food-packaging  adhesives.  Therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
<c>(l),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.8.C.  348(c) 
(1) ),  and  under  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  by  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  (21  CFR 
2.90),  {  121.2520(c)(5)  is  amended  by 
the  addition  of  a  new  substance.  In  alpha¬ 
betical  sequence,  to  the  list  "Components 
of  Adhesives”,  as  follows: 

§  1 2 1 .2520  Adhesives. 

•  •  »  •  • 

(c)  •  •  • 

(5)  *  •  • 

Components  or  Adhesives 

SUBSTANCES  AND  LIMITATIONS 
•  •  •  •  • 

Polyester  resin  prepared  from  22-dlmethyl-l, 

3  propanediol  and  tetrahydropbthallc  acid. 

«  •  •  •  • 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its 
publication  In  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20201,  written  objec¬ 
tions  thereto,  preferably  in  qulntuplicate. 
Objections  shall  show  wherein  the  per¬ 
son  filing  will  be  adversely  affected  by 
the  order  and  specify  with  particularity 
the  pro’dsions  of  the  order  deemed  ob¬ 
jectionable  and  the  grounds  for  the  ob¬ 
jections.  If  a  hearing  Is  requested,  the 
objections  must  state  the  issues  for  the 
hearing.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  If 
the  objections  are  supported  by  grounds 
legally  sufficient  to  Justify  the  relief 
sought.  Objections  may  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief  In 
support  thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  In 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 

(c)(1)) 

Dated:  June  22, 1965. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

|F.R.  Doc.  66-6786;  Filed,  June  28,  1966; 

8:47  a.m.] 

No.  124 - 3 


PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  F — Food  Additives  Resulting 
From  Contact  With  Containers  or 
Equipment  and  Food  Additives 
Otherwise  Affecting  Food 

Components  of  Paper  and  Paperboard  in 
Contact  With  Aqueous  and  Fatty 
Foods 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  data  In  a  petition 
(FAP  5B1718)  filed  by  Monsanto  Co.,  800 
North  Lindbergh  Boulevard,  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  63166,  and  other  relevant  material, 
has  concluded  that  the  food  additive 
regulations  should  be  amended  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  use  of  styrene-maleic  anhy¬ 
dride  copolymers  In  food-contact  coat¬ 


ings  for  paper  and  paperboard  intended 
for  use  In  contact  with,  aqueous  and  fat¬ 
ty  foods.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat. 
1786;  21  UB.C.  348(c)(1)),  and  under 
the  authority  delegated  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  by  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare  (21  CFR  2.90), 
{  121.2526(b)  (2)  Is  amended  by  Inserting 
alphabetically  In  the  list  of  substances 
the  following  new  item: 

§  121.2526  Components  of  paper  and 
paperboard  in  contact  with  aqueous 
and  f atty  foods. 

•  *  *  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(2)  *  •  • 


List  of  substances 


Limitations 


•  •  •  •  •  • 

Styrene-maleic  anhydride  For  use  only  as  a  coating  or  component  of  coatings  and  limited 
copolymers.  for  use  at  a  level  not  to  exceed  2  percent  by  weight  of  paper 

•  •  •  or  paperboard  substrate. 

0  0  0 

0  0  0  0  0  0  0 


Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20201,  written  objec¬ 
tions  thereto,  preferably  In  qulntuplicate. 
Objections  shall  show  wherein  the  per¬ 
son  filing  will  be  adversely  affected  by 
the  order  and  specify  with  particularity 
the  provisions  of  the  order  deemed  ob¬ 
jectionable  and  the  grounds  for  the  ob¬ 
jections.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the 
objections  must  state  the  Issues  for  the 
hearing.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  if 
the  objections  are  supported  by  grounds 
legally  sufficient  to  Justify  the  relief 
sought.  Objections  may  be  accompanied 
by  a  memorandum  or  brief  In  support 
thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  In 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(c)(1)) 

Dated:  June  22, 1965. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-6787;  FUed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


Title  25— INDIANS 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs, 
Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  251— LICENSED  INDIAN 
TRADERS 

Application  for  License  and  License 
Period 

On  March  18,  1965,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  In  the 


Federal  Register  (30  F.R.  3598)  stating 
that  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  was 
considering  amendments  to  Part  251  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Title 
25,  Indians,  that  would  (1)  eliminate  the 
requirement  that  licensed  traders  fur¬ 
nish  a  bond,  (2)  conform  the  license  pe¬ 
riod  to  the  period  of  the  lease  or  permit 
held  by  the  trader  on  Indian  land,  (3) 
add  a  fee  of  $5.00  for  the  issuance  of  a 
license,  and  (4)  require  licenses  for  itin¬ 
erant  peddlers. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments,  suggestions,  or  objec¬ 
tions.  No  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  were  received  within  the  30- 
day  period.  In  consideration  of  the 
foregoing,  Part  251,  Licensed  Indian 
Traders,  Is  amended  as  set  out  below,  by 
amending  {{  251.9  and  251.11  and  delet¬ 
ing  {  251.10,  effective  on  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Sections  251.9  and  251.11  are  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  251.9  Application  for  license. 

(a)  Application  for  license  must  be 
made  in  writing  on  Form  5-052,  setting 
forth  the  full  name  and  residence  of  the 
applicant;  if  a  firm,  the  firm  name  and 
the  name  of  each  member  thereof;  the 
place  where  it  Is  proposed  to  carry  on 
the  trade;  the  capital  to  be  invested;  the 
names  of  the  clerks  to  be  employed ;  and 
the  business  experience  of  the  applicant. 
The  application  must  be  forwarded 
through  the  Superintendent  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Indian  Affairs,  accompanied 
by  two  satisfactory  testimonials  on  Form 
2-077  as  to  the  character  of  the  applicant 
and  his  employees  and  their  fitness  to 
be  in  the  Indian  country,  and  by  an  affi¬ 
davit  of  the  Superintendent  on  Form 
5-053  that  neither  he  nor  any  person 
for  him  has  any  Interest,  direct  or  In- 


8268 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


direct,  present  or  prospective,  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  business  or  the  profits  arising 
therefrom,  and  that  no  arrangement  for 
any  benefit  to  himself  or  to  any  other 
person  on  his  behalf  is  contemplated  in 
case  the  license  is  granted.  Licensed 
traders  will  be  held  responsible  for  the 
conduct  of  their  employees. 

(b)  Itinerant  peddlers  or  purveyors  of 
foodstuffs  and  other  merchandise  shall 
be  considered  as  traders  and  shall  ob¬ 
tain  a  license  or  permit  from  the  Super¬ 
intendent  setting  forth  the  class  of  trade 
or  peddling  to  be  carried  on,  furnishing 
such  character  or  credit  references,  or 
both,  as  may  be  required  by  the  Super¬ 
intendent.  The  period  of  the  license  for 
such  itinerant  peddlers  shall  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Superintendent. 

(c)  When  a  license  or  permit  to  trade 
is  issued  under  the  regulations  in  this 
Part  251,  a  fee  of  $5.00,  payable  when  the 
license  Is  issued,  shall  be  levied  against 
the  licensee. 

§  251.10  [Deleted] 

Section  251.10  Bond  requirements  is 
deleted  in  its  entirety. 

§251.11  License  period. 

Licenses  to  trade  shall  not  be  issued 
unless  the  proposed  licensee  has  a  right 
to  the  use  of  the  land  on  which  the  busi¬ 
ness  is  to  be  conducted.  The  license  pe¬ 
riod  shall  correspond  to  the  period  of 
the  lease  or  permit  held  by  the  licensee 
on  restricted  Indian  land,  except  that 
where  the  proposed  licensee  is  the  owner 
or  beneficial  owner  or  holds  a  use  right 
to  the  land  on  which  the  business  is  to 
be  conducted,  the  license  period  shall  be 
fixed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Indian 
Affairs  or  his  authorized  representative, 
but  in  no  case  shall  the  license  period 
exceed  25  years. 

John  A.  Carver,  Jr., 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

June  23,  1965. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6778;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:47  am.] 

Title  36— PARKS,  FORESTS, 
AND  MEMORIALS 

Chapter  II — Forest  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

[Reg.S-8] 

PART  221— TIMBER 
Advertisements  and  Bids 

In  Part  221  of  Title  36.  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  paragraph  (a)  of  §  221.8 
Advertisements  and  bids  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  221.8  Advertisements  and  bids. 

(a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided,  each 
sale  in  which  the  appraised  value  of  the 
timber  or  other  forest  products  exceeds 
$2,000  will  be  made  only  after  advertise¬ 
ment  for  a  period  of  30  days  or,  if  in 
the  opinion  of  the  officer  authorizing  the 
sale,  the  quantity,  value,  or  other  con¬ 
ditions  justify,  a  longer  period;  and  any 


sale  of  smaller  appraised  value  will  be 
advertised  or  informal  bids  solicited  from 
possible  purchasers  if,  in  the  judgment 
of  the  officer  authorizing  the  sale,  such 
action  is  deemed  advisable. 

When  the  Chief,  Forest  Service,  deter¬ 
mines  that  the  sale  of  timber  will  assist 
in  the  reconstruction  of  any  area  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Oregon,  Nevada,  and  Idaho  dam¬ 
aged  by  flood  or  high  waters  during  De¬ 
cember  1964,  and  January  and  February 
1965,  the  period  of  advertisement  may  be 
reduced  to  not  less  than  7  days.  Such 
reduced  advertising  period  shall  not  be 
used  for  sales  scheduled  for  bidding  after 
June  30,  1966. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(30  Stat.  35,  as  amended,  16  U.S.C.  476,  551. 
Interprets  or  applies  sec.  3(d)  ol  Public  Law 
89-41) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  24th 
day  of  June  1965. 

John  A.  Baker, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6810;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:50  am.]  , 


Title  45— PUBLIC  WELFARE 

Chapter  I — Office  of  Education,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

PART  104— ADMINISTRATION  OF 
VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION;  FED¬ 
ERAL  ALLOTMENTS  TO  STATES 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Part  104  of  Title  45  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  dealing  with  pro¬ 
grams  of  vocational  education  adminis¬ 
tered  by  State  boards  for  vocational  edu¬ 
cation  under  the  Smith-Hughes,  George- 
Barden,  and  supplementary  Acts  as 
amended  and  under  the  Vocational  Edu¬ 
cational  Act  of  1963,  is  amended  by  the 
provisions  contained  in  the  following 
paragraphs.  These  amendments  are  ef¬ 
fective  as  of  August  21,  1964,  the  date 
on  which  Part  104  was  approved.  State 
plan  amendments  in  conformity  with 
these  amendments  to  the  regulations 
may,  at  the  option  of  the  State,  be  made 
effective  as  of  the  effective  date  of  the 
State  plan,  or  any  other  date  thereafter. 

1.  Subparagraph  (1)  of  §  104.13(a)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  104.13  Programs  for  vocational  in¬ 
struction. 

*  •  *  •  * 

(a)  Arrangements  for  instruction. 

(1)  Such  instruction  will  be  provided 
either  (i)  with  respect  to  funds  provided 
under  all  the  acts,  by  the  State  board  or 
local  educational  agency  In  schools  and 
classes  conducted  under  public  supervi¬ 
sion  and  control  meeting  the  criteria  of 
subparagraph  (2)  of  this  paragraph,  or 
<ii)  with  respect  to  funds  provided  under 
the  1963  Act,  under  contract  with  the 
State  board  or  a  local  educational  agency. 
*  *  *  •  • 

2.  Paragraph  (e)  of  5  104.25  is  amend¬ 
ed  to  read  as  follows : 


§  104.25  Requirements  of  work-study 
program. 

The  State  plan  shall  provide  that  a 
work -study  program  meet  the  following 
requirements: 

•  •  *  •  V  $ 

(e)  Maintenance  of  effort.  In  each 
fiscal  year  during  which  a  work-study 
program  remains  in  effect,  the  local  edu¬ 
cational  agency  will  expend  for  employ, 
ment  of  its  students  an  amount  in  State 
or  local  funds  that  is  at  least  equal  to  the 
average  annual  expenditure  for  work- 
study  programs  of  a  similar  nature  dur¬ 
ing  the  3  fiscal  years  preceding  the  fiscal 
year  in  which  the  work-study  program  of 
such  local  educational  agency  was  ap¬ 
proved. 

•  •  •  •  • 

3.  Section  104.29  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  104.29  Date  of  allowable  expendi¬ 
tures. 

Since  the  Federal  Government  par¬ 
ticipates  only  in  amounts  expended  un¬ 
der  the  State  plan,  Federal  financial  par¬ 
ticipation  shall  be  available  only  for 
expenditures  which  are  made  after  the 
effective  date  of  the  State  plan  (as  de¬ 
fined  in  S  104.2(a)),  except  as  provided 
with  respect  to  work-study  programs  in 
5  104.45(b). 

4.  Section  104.30  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  104.30  Allotment  availability. 

Federal  funds  allotted  or  reallotted  to 
a  State  under  the  acts  shall  be  available 
only  for  expenditures  for  program  ac¬ 
tivities  or  construction  projects  which 
are  carried  on  under  the  plan  and  which 
are  attributable  to  the  fiscal  year  for 
which  such  allotments  or  reallotments 
are  made.  (See  §  104.33.) 

5.  Section  104.33  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  104.33  Determination  of  fiscal  year's 
allotment  to  which  expenditure  is 
chargeable. 

(a)  Each  allotment  or  reallotment  to 
a  State  under  the  acts  is  made  with  re¬ 
spect  to  a  fiscal  year  commencing  on  July 
1  and  ending  the  following  June  30. 

(b)  For  the  purpose  of  earning  the 
Federal  allotments  under  the  acts,  State 
and  local  laws  and  regulations  shall  be 
followed  by  the  State  in  determining  to 
which  Federal  fiscal  year  an  expenditure 
by  the  State  board,  local  educational 
agency,  or  other  participating  agency  or 
institution  is  chargeable,  except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraphs  (c),  (d),  and  the 
last  sentence  in  this  paragraph.  Each 
State  shall  therefore  use  the  accounting 
basis  applicable  to  its  State  or  local  ac¬ 
counting.  The  State  plan  shall  specify 
for  State  and  local  expenditures  the  par¬ 
ticular  accounting  basis  to  be  so  used 
indicating  precisely  the  acts  or  occur¬ 
rences  necessary  to  charge  an  expendi¬ 
ture  to  a  particular  time  period  for  States 
or  local  purposes,  and  cite  the  authority 
under  State  law  for  such  a  basis.  If  the 
State  or  local  educational  agencies  utilize 
a  basis  other  than  a  cash  accounting 
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basis,  the  State  plan  shall  Indicate  the 
time  period  or  other  factors  governing 
the  liquidation  of  obligations.  In  order 
for  the  State  or  local  educational  agen¬ 
cies  to  be  on  an  obligation  basis,  an  obli¬ 
gation  shall  mean  only  a  bona  fide  com¬ 
mitment  which  is  supported  by  a  contract 
or  other  evidence  of  legal  liability  con- 
sistant  with  State  purchasing  proce¬ 
dures. 

(c)  For  the  purpose  of  the  regulations 
of  this  part,  an  “expenditure”  shall  not 
include  administrative  approval  of  a  pro¬ 
gram  or  project  by  the  State  board  or 
local  educational  agency,  or  the  advance 
or  reimbursement  by  the  State  board  of 
funds  which  are  or  will  be  expended  by 
a  local  educational  agency  or  other  par¬ 
ticipating  agency  or  Institution  under 
the  State  plan.  None  of  such  actions 
may  be  used  as  a  basis  for  determining  to 
which  Federal  fiscal  year  an  expenditure 
by  such  board,  agency,  or  institution  is 
chargeable  for  the  purpose  of  earning 
the  Federal  allotment,  except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraph  (d)  with  respect  to 
construction  projects  and  paragraph  (e) 
with  respect  to  work-study  programs. 

(d)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  this  section, 
the  State  plan  shall  specify  the  basis  for 
charging  costs  of  construction  to  a  Fed¬ 
eral  fiscal  year  which  Indicates  precisely 
the  acts  or  occurrences  necessary  to 
charge  such  costs  to  a  particular  time  or 
time  period  and  which  is  not  in  conflict 
with  State  and  local  laws,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  and  standards.  (See  $  104.31.) 
If  such  a  basis  results  in  charging  the 
costs  of  construction  to  a  date  prior  to 
that  of  entering  into  a  construction  con¬ 
tract,  the  State  plan  shall  also  indicate 
within  what  reasonable  period  of  time 
after  the  date  of  charging  the  Federal 
allotment  such  construction  contract 
must  be  entered  into. 

(e)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  this  section, 
expenditures  for  special  summer  work- 
study  projects  shall  be  charged  to  the 
allotment  under  section  13  of  the  Act  for 
the  fiscal  year  in  which  such  projects 
have  been  approved  for  expenditure  dur¬ 
ing  the  months  of  July  and  August  im¬ 
mediately  following  such  fiscal  year. 

6.  Subparagraph  (3)  of  S  104.42(c)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  101.42  Matching  purposes  within  spe¬ 
cific  allotments  of  Federal  funds. 

*  •  •  •  * 

(c)  Allotments  under  Smith-Hughes 
and  George-Barden  Acts.  *  •  *. 

(3)  Funds  allocated  by  the  States  un¬ 
der  the  Smith-Hughes  Act  for  salaries  of 
teachers  of  home  economics  subjects 
pursuant  to  subparagraph  (1)  (i)  of  this 
paragraph,  and  funds  allotted  to  the 
States  under  section  3(b)  of  the  George- 
Barden  Act  for  vocational  education  in 
home  economics  may  be  allocated  by  the 
States  to  each  of  the  matching  purposes 
specified  in  S  104.41(d)  (2)  and  (3)  and 
(e)  (3)  and  (4),  provided  that  in  each 
fiscal  year  beginning  after  June  30,  1965, 
at  least  10  percent  of  such  allocations  or 
allotments  may  be  used  only  for  home 
economics  for  gainful  employment  as 
specified  in  $  104.41(d)  (2)  and  (e)  <3). 


Dated:  June  17,  1965. 

[seal]  Henrt  Loomis, 

Acting  U.S.  Commissioner 
of  Education. 

Approved:  June  23, 1965. 

Anthony  J.  Celebrezze, 

Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare. 

| PR.  Doc.  65-6789;  Piled,  June  28,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


Title  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  I— Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER  A — GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 
[Rev. 8.0.  946;  Arndt.  2] 

PART  95— CAR  SERVICE 

St.  Louis-San  Francisco  Railway  Co. 

Authorized  To  Operate  Over  Cer¬ 
tain  Trackage  of  Southern  Pacific 

Co. 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Safety  and  Service 
Board  No.  1,  held  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  22d  day  of  June  AD.,  1965. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Revised 
Service  Order  No.  946  (28  F.R.  11735, 
12256,  29  F.R.  7425,  18426)  and  good 
cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  S  95.946  The  St. 
Louis-San  Francisco  Railway  Co.  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  over  certain  track¬ 
age  of  the  Southern  Pacific  Co.  (former¬ 
ly  T&NO)  of  Service  Order  No.  946,  be, 
and  it  is  hereby  amended  by  substituting 
the  following  paragraph  (d)  for  para¬ 
graph  (d)  thereof: 

(d)  Expiration  date:  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  pan.,  December  31,  1965, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  sus¬ 
pended,  or  annulled  by  the  order  of  this 
Commission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  June  30, 
1965. 

(Secs.  1,  12,  16,  24  Stat.  379,  383,  384,  as 
amended;  49  US.C.  1,  12,  15  Interprets  or 
applies  secs.  1(10-17),  15(4),  40  Stat.  101,  as 
amended,  54  Stat.  911;  49  US.C.  1(10-17), 
15(4)) 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  copies  of 
this  order  and  direction  shall  be  served 
upon  the  State  Corporation  Commission 
of  Kansas  and  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  the  railroads  subscrib¬ 
ing  to  the  car  service  and  per  diem  agree¬ 
ment  under  the  terms  of  that  agreement; 
and  that  notice  of  this  order  shall  be 
given  to  the  general  public  by  depositing 
a  copy  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission  at  Washington,  D.C., 
and  by  filing  it  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Safety  and  Service 
Board  No.  1. 

[seal]  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FA  Doc.  65-6792;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[S.O.  948;  Arndt.  3] 

PART  95 — CAR  SERVICE 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Rail¬ 
road  Co.  Authorized  To  Operate 

Over  Trackage  of  Union  Pacific 

Railroad 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Safety  and  Service 
Board  No.  1,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
the  22d  day  of  June  A.D.  1965. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  948  (29  F.R.  564,  5757,  18426) 
and  good  cause  appearing  therefor : 

It  is  ordered.  That  §  95.948  The  Chi¬ 
cago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Co.  authorized  to  operate  over  trackage 
of  Union  Pacific  Railroad,  of  Service 
Order  No.  948,  be  and  it  is  hereby 
amended  by  substituting  the  following 
paragraph  (d)  for  paragraph  (d)  there¬ 
of: 

(d)  Expiration  date:  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  pjn.,  December  31,  1965, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  sus¬ 
pended,  or  annulled  by  order  of  this 
Commission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  June  30, 
1965. 

(Secs.  1,  12,  15.  24  Stat.  379,  383,  384,  as 
amended;  49  U.S.C.  1,  12,  15,  Interprets  or 
applies  secs.  1(10-17),  15(4),  40  Stat.  101, 
as  amended,  54  Stat.  911;  49  U.S.C.  1(10-17), 
15(4)) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  copies  of 
this  order  and  direction  shall  be  served 
upon  the  State  Corporation  Commission 
of  Kansas  and  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  the  railroads  subscrib¬ 
ing  to  the  car  service  and  per  diem  agree¬ 
ment  under  the  terms  of  that  agree¬ 
ment;  and  that  notice  of  this  order  shall 
be  given  to  the  general  public  by  deposit¬ 
ing  a  copy  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
by  filing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Safety  and  Serv¬ 
ice  Board  No.  1. 

[seal]  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6793;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:48  am.] 

[8.0. 949;  Arndt.  3] 

PART  95 — CAR  SERVICE 

Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  Railway 

Co.  Authorized  To  Operate  Over 

Trackage  of  Union  Pacific  Railroad 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Safety  and  Service 
Board  No.  1,  held  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  22d  day  of  June  AD.,  1965. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  949  (29  F.R.  564,  5757,  18427) 
and  good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered,  That  S  95.949  The  Atchi¬ 
son,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  Railway  Co. 
authorized  to  operate  over  trackage  of 
Union  Pacific  Railroad  of  Service  Order 
No.  949,  be,  and  it  is  hereby  amended  by 
substituting  the  following  paragraph  (d) 
for  paragraph  (d)  thereof: 
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(d)  Expiration  date:  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  December  31,  1965, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  sus¬ 
pended,  or  annulled  by  order  of  this 
Commission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  pjn.,  June  30, 
1965. 

(Secs.  1,  12,  15,  24  Stat.  379,  383,  384,  as 
amended;  49  UJS.C.  1,  12,  15:  Interprets  or 
applies  secs.  1(10-17),  15(4),  40  Stat.  101, 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

as  amended,  54  Stat.  911;  49  U.S.C.  1(10-17), 
15(4)) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  copies  of 
this  order  and  direction  shall  be  served 
upon  the  State  Corporation  Commission 
of  Kansas  and  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  the  railroads  subscrib¬ 
ing  to  the  car  service  and  per  diem  agree¬ 
ment  under  the  terms  of  that  agreement, 
and  that  notice  of  this  order  shall  be 


given  to  the  general  public  by  deposit¬ 
ing  a  copy  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission  at  Washington,  D.C., 
and  by  filing  it  with  the  Director! 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Safety  and  Serv¬ 
ice  Board  No.  1. 

[seal]  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6794;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 
8:48  a  m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Research  Service 
[  9  CFR  Part  131  1 

(Docket  No.  AO  16-A9] 

HANDLING  OF  ANTI-HOG-CHOLERA 
SERUM  AND  HOG-CHOLERA  VIRUS 

Notice  of  Recommended  Decision  and 

Opportunity  To  File  Written  Excep¬ 
tions  on  Proposed  Amendment  to 

Marketing  Agreement  and  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Public 
Law  320,  74th  Congress,  approved  August 
24,  1935  (49  Stat.  781;  7  UJS.C.  851- 
855)  and  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  governing  proceedings  to  formu¬ 
late  marketing  agreements  and  market¬ 
ing  orders  applicable  to  anti-hog -cholera 
serum  and  hog -cholera  virus  (9  CFR 
Part  132),  notice  is  hereby  given  of  the 
filing  with  the  Hearing  Clerk  of  this  rec¬ 
ommended  decision  of  the  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Research  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  with  respect  to 
proposed  amendment  to  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  to  the  order, 
as  amended,  regulating  the  handling  of 
anti-hog -cholera  serum  and  hog-cholera 
virus. 

Interested  parties  may  file  written  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  this  recommended  decision 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.,  20250, 
not  later  than  the  close  of  business  on 
the  30th  day  after  its  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Exceptions  should  be 
filed  in  quadruplicate.  All  written  sub¬ 
missions  made  pursuant  to  this  notice 
will  be  made  available  for  public  Inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk 
during  regular  business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27 
(b)). 

Preliminary  statement.  The  hearing 
on  the  record  on  which  the  proposed 
amendment,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  to 
the  marketing  agreement  and  the  order, 
as  amended,  was  conducted  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  on  March  10,  1965,  pursuant 
to  notice  thereof  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  9,  1965  (30  Fit. 
1816). 

The  material  issues  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing  relate  to: 

1.  Revision  of  price  filing  requirements 
of  the  marketing  agreement  and  order 
to  prevent  undue  and  excessive  fluctua¬ 
tions  in  the  market  prices  of  the  regu¬ 
lated  products. 

2.  Initial  price  filing  by  new  handlers. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  follow¬ 
ing  findings  and  conclusions  on  the  ma¬ 
terial  issues  are  based  on  evidence  pre¬ 
sented  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof. 

1.  The  Marketing  Agreement  and  Or¬ 
der  should  be  amended  to  require  that 
each  handler’s  filed  price  list  remain  in 
effect  at  least  30  days,  and  to  limit  the 
extent  a  posted  price.  Including  discount, 


may  be  changed  to  a  maximum  of  10  per¬ 
cent  with  each  new  price  list  filed. 

The  declared  purposes  of  the  act,  under 
which  the  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der  were  issued,  is  to  insure  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  an  adequate  supply  of  anti-hog- 
cholera  serum  and  hog -cholera  virus 
(hereinafter  sometimes  referred  to  as 
“serum,”  “virus,”  “vaccine,”  or  “prod¬ 
ucts”)  by  regulating  the  marketing  of 
such  serum  and  virus  in  interstate  and 
foreign  commerce,  and  to  prevent  undue 
and  excessive  fluctuations  and  unfair 
methods  of  competition  and  unfair  trade 
practices  in  such  marketing. 

Undue  and  excessive  fluctuations  be¬ 
came  a  major  problem  in  the  industry 
In  1964  when  a  combination  of  unfore¬ 
seen  events  resulted  in  a  series  of  fluctua¬ 
tions  in  the  market  prices  and  supplies  of 
the  regulated  products  which,  in  turn, 
adversely  affected  the  production,  mar¬ 
keting,  and  distribution  processes  neces¬ 
sary  to  effectuate  the  purposes  of  the 
Act.  Such  occurrences  present  eco¬ 
nomic  problems  of  serious  nature  and 
concern  to  this  industry,  tend  to  dis¬ 
courage  the  maintenance  of  adequate 
supplies  of  serum  and  virus,  and  are  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  Interest. 

The  problem  arose  in  early  1964,  when 
considerable  publicity  was  given  the  hog- 
cholera  eradication  program  which 
stressed  the  Importance  of  vaccination, 
and  manufacturers  were  encouraged  to 
produce  more  serum  and  virus,  and 
wholesalers  were  encouraged  to  stock 
larger  quantities  of  these  immunizing 
products.  As  the  eradication  program 
progressed  and  the  incidence  of  hog 
cholera  diminished,  vaccination  of  hogs 
decreased,  and  various  State  laws  and 
regulations  were  promulgated  to  modify 
the  types  of  vaccination  approved  or  per¬ 
mitted.  These  factors  resulted  in  some 
handlers  having  an  oversupply  of  hog- 
cholera  products,  and  their  efforts  to 
reduce  such  stocks  led  to  a  series  of  un¬ 
due  and  excessive  fluctuations  in  the 
market  prices  of  such  products.  The 
matter  was  compounded  by  the  fact 
other  handlers  were  soon  forced  to  adopt 
similar  price  changes  in  order  to  dispose 
of  their  inventories  of  hog-cholera  pro¬ 
ducts  before  the  products  became  out¬ 
dated. 

The  greatest  fluctuations  in  market 
prices  of  these  products  occurred  during 
the  last  6  months  of  1964.  During  this 
period  there  was  a  marked  increase  in 
number  of  new  price  lists  filed  and  these 
frequently  were  accompanied  with  wide, 
and  sometimes  violent,  swings  in  market 
prices. 

As  an  example  of  the  recent  price  fluc¬ 
tuations,  one  exhibit  introduced  into 
evidence  at  the  hearing  disclosed  that  a 
firm  made  five  price  changes  between 
October  10,  1964,  and  November  6,  1964, 
for  vaccine  which  must  be  used  with 
serum.  On  October  10,  the  filed  price  of 
this  vaccine  was  decreased  17  percent. 
On  October  16,  the  filed  price  of  this  vac¬ 
cine  was  again  decreased  55  percent. 


On  October  25,  the  filed  price  of  this  vac¬ 
cine  was  increased  178  percent.  On 
October  29,  the  filed  price  of  this  vaccine 
was  again  decreased  64  percent  and  on 
November  6,  the  filed  price  was  increased 
100 'percent.  While  this  instance  is  ex¬ 
treme,  there  are  others  showing  as  many 
fluctuations  to  a  lesser  degree.  The 
present  marketing  agreement  and  order 
do  not  prevent  a  handler  freon  making 
such  changes  in  his  posted  prices  other 
than  to  require  that  a  handler’s  new 
price  list  remain  on  file  in  the  office  of 
the  Control  Agency  for  3  days  before  it 
becomes  effective,  thus  assuring  that  a 
price  list  will  be  in  effect  at  least  3  days 
before  a  new  list  may  be  filed. 

Price  lists  filed  by  handlers  in  1962 
numbered  375,  and  averaged  31  per 
month,  and  in  1963,  the  new  price  lists 
filed  numbered  300  or  an  average  of  25 
per  month.  From  January  1,  1964,  to 
June  30,  1964,  174  new  price  lists  were 
filed,  or  an  average  of  29  per  month.  It 
appears,  therefore,  that  the  normal  num¬ 
ber  of  new  price  lists  filed  for  a  2 ’  2 -year 
period  ranged  from  25  to  31  new  price 
lists  per  month.  However,  during  the 
last  6  months  of  1964,  660  new  price  lists 
were  filed  or  an  average  of  110  per  month. 
If  the  month  of  December  1964  is  exclud¬ 
ed,  the  average  number  of  new  price  lists 
for  5  months  becomes  124.  Thus,  during 
the  period  of  greatest  fluctuations,  the 
number  of  price  filings  were  approxi¬ 
mately  4  to  5  times  more  than  normal. 
(Official  notice  was  taken  of  all  price  lists 
filed  since  1961.) 

Such  fluctuations  are  undesirable  be¬ 
cause  they  disrupt  orderly  marketing  and 
distribution  methods  and  lead  directly 
to  unstabilized  market  conditions  with 
consequential  fluctuations  in  supplies  of 
serum  and  virus.  All  classes  of  handlers 
are  affected. 

The  record  also  reflects  that  such  fluc¬ 
tuations  adversely  affect  and  tend  to  de¬ 
ter  the  usual  stocking  by  manufacturer 
and  wholesaler  handlers  of  the  large  in¬ 
ventories  generally  necessary  to  meet  the 
normal  and  unexpected  demands  of  the 
Industry,  especially  since  such  fluctua¬ 
tions  negate  the  economic  incentive  back 
of  carrying  these  inventories. 

Additionally,  there  is  no  indication 
that  the  ultimate  user  (owners  of  swine) 
received  any  benefit  from  these  fluctua¬ 
tions.  Usually,  benefits  from  lower 
prices  are  not  passed  on  to  consumers 
until  a  price  has  been  stabilized  for  a 
reasonable  period  of  time. 

Manufacturing  of  serum  and  virus  is 
carried  on  under  license,  regulation,  and 
supervision  of  the  Agricultural  Research 
Service  of  the  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Virus-Serum-Toxin  Act  of  Mar.-'.  4, 
1913 1  (of  which  official  notice  1s  taken) , 
which  prescribe  the  general  conditions 
and  methods  of  manufacture,  and  estab¬ 
lish  minimum  requirements  for  quality. 


1 37  Stat.  832,  21  UJS.C.  151-168. 
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Since  the  regulations  and  minimum  re¬ 
quirements  for  all  licensees  are  uniform, 
there  is  a  high  degree  of  uniformity  of 
quality  in  the  finished  product  which 
enters  the  market,  and  operational  effi¬ 
ciency  rather  than  individual  character¬ 
istics  and  merit  of  the  product  is  a  major 
factor  in  the  establishment  of  market 
prices.  Therefore,  when  price  fluctua¬ 
tions  occur  in  the  market,  it  becomes 
necessary  for  producers  and  other  han¬ 
dlers  to  meet  this  competitive  situation. 

It  is  the  history  of  this  industry  that  the 
lowest  price  in  the  market  eventually  de¬ 
termines  the  general  price  level  to  each 
buyer  classification. 

The  original  promulgation  record 
(hearing  of  January  13  and  14,  1936, 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  of  which  official  notice 
was  taken)  and  the  record  of  this  hear¬ 
ing  contain  adequate  evidence  that  price 
stability,  orderly  marketing  and  distribu¬ 
tion,  and  the  maintenance  of  adequate 
supplies  of  serum  and  virus  are  interde¬ 
pendent.  Instability  of  one  directly  in¬ 
fluences  fluctuations  and  instability  in 
the  others.  Some  important  industry 
problems  associated  with  such  price 
fluctuations  include  the  question  of  de¬ 
sirability  of  further  production,  permit¬ 
ting  of  stocks  to  deplete,  handlers’  reluc¬ 
tance  to  maintain  stocks,  difficulties  in 
planning  production  because  of  abnor¬ 
mal  purchases,  inability  to  anticipate 
market  requirements,  and  overstocking 
by  some  handlers  and  dealers  which  re¬ 
sults  in  large  inventories  outside  normal 
channels.  Also,  as  these  products  are 
perishable,  all  have  an  expiration  date 
and,  therefore,  overstocking  may  result 
in  the  use  of  inferior  or  worthless  prod¬ 
ucts,  to  the  detriment  of  the  products  and 
the  swine  industry. 

It  is  recognized  that  some  fluctuations 
in  prices  are  necessary.  A  handler  must 
be  permitted  to  increase  or  decrease 
prices  to  compensate  for  cost  of  produc¬ 
tion  and  distribution  and  to  obtain  a 
reasonable  profit.  At  the  same  time  it 
is  recognized  that  if  market  stability  is 
to  be  maintained  these  fluctuations  must 
be  reasonable. 

The  record  in  this  hearing  Indicates 
that  from  the  time  the  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order  became  effective  in  1936, 
until  1963-64,  there  was  reasonable  sta¬ 
bility  in  market  prices  in  this  industry; 
that  during  this  period  of  nearly  30  years 
average  industry  market  prices  for  such 
products  did  not  fluctuate  more  than  10 
percent  per  month. 

Both  manufacturer  and  wholesaler 
handlers  testified  in  support  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  and  asserted  that  If 
undue  and  excessive  fluctuations  in  mar¬ 
ket  prices  continued,  production  would  be 
curtailed,  or  perhaps  even  discontinued 
by  some  producers,  and  wholesalers’ 
stocks  will  become  depleted  to  such  an 
extent  it  will  no  longer  be  possible  to 
insure  the  maintenance  of  adequate  sup¬ 
plies  of  serum  and  virus  readily  avail¬ 
able  to  swine  owners.  The  handlers  also 
testified  that,  in  their  opinion,  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  would  not  in  any  way 
inhibit  or  deter  the  entry  of  a  new  busi¬ 
ness  entity  into  this  industry. 

No  one  appeared  or  gave  testimony  in 
opposition  to  the  proposed  amendment. 

The  amendment  will  have  a  stabilizing 
effect  on  market  prices  and  supplies,  with 


a  consequent  improvement  of  competi¬ 
tive  positions  among  all  classes  of  han¬ 
dlers,  thereby  aiding  in  the  assurance  of 
an  adequate  supply  and  maximum  avail¬ 
ability  of  serum  and  virus  to  the  farmer, 
which  is  in  the  public  interest  and  tends 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
Act.  It  will  discourage  price  changes  of 
serum  or  virus  which  have  no  justifica¬ 
tion  economically.  It  will  also  prevent 
unwarranted  price  changes  such  as  those 
which  occurred  in  1964,  where,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  a  price  was  decreased  by  55  per¬ 
cent  and  very  shortly  thereafter  raised 
by  178  percent,  computed  on  the  posted 
price  effective  at  the  time  the  change  was 
made. 

Each  filed  price  list  will  be  required  to 
remain  In  effect  for  at  least  30  days. 
After  a  price  list  has  been  in  effect  for 
30  days,  a  new  price  list  may  be  filed 
but  the  price,  including  discount,  for 
each  product  to  each  class  of  buyer  may 
not  be  increased  or  decreased  more  than 
10  percent  from  the  price  for  that  prod¬ 
uct  as  set  forth  in  the  handler’s  price 
list  which  is  in  effect  at  that  time.  To 
avoid  obvious  evasion  of  this  30-day  pro¬ 
vision,  a  handler  who  completely  discon¬ 
tinues  or  withdraws  an  effective  price 
list  without  filing  a  new  price  list  to  be 
effective  at  the  same  time,  shall  not  file 
a  new  price  list  for  a  period  of  at  least  30 
days  thereafter,  but  such  handler  shall 
not  be  precluded  from  reinstating  such 
previously  filed  price  list  within  the  30- 
day  period;  and  the  reinstated  price  list 
shall  remain  in  effect  for  at  least  30  days 
after  the  effective  date  of  reinstatement 
before  a  new  price  list  may  be  filed  by  the 
handler. 

Also,  it  is  recognized  that  a  price  filing 
which  effects  the  maximum  reduction 
of  10  percent  in  a  posted  price  of  a  prod¬ 
uct  will  necessitate  the  filing  of  more 
than  one  price  increase  In  the  posted 
price  of  the  product  to  offset  such  price 
reduction  and  reestablish  (or  increase) 
the  previous  effective  posted  price. 

The  caption  of  the  amendment  has 
been  modified  and  will  more  nearly  re¬ 
flect  the  contents  contained  in  the 
amendment.  The  amendment  has  been 
paragraphed  for  purposes  of  clarity,  in 
accordance  with  request  of  the  propo¬ 
nents. 

Several  witnesses  who  appeared  ex¬ 
pressed  concern  for  an  orderly  transition 
into  effect  of  such  an  amendment,  if  it 
is  approved  in  due  course,  and  noted  for 
the  attention  of  the  Secretary  that  as  the 
proposed  amendment  provides  that  price 
lists  shall  remain  in  effect  for  at  least 
30  days,  it  is  possible  an  effort  might  be 
made  by  a  handler  to  obtain  a  particular¬ 
ly  favorable  price  filing  just  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  the  amendment,  which 
would  give  the  handler  a  special  com¬ 
petitive  advantage  over  other  handlers. 
During  the  hearing  several  methods  for 
preventing  such  a  situation  were  sug¬ 
gested  for  consideration  by  the  Secretary 
but  no  specific  proposal  was  proffered. 

Each  method  suggested  would  require 
the  Secretary  to  establish  or  fix  the  ini¬ 
tial  price  or  range  of  prioes  that  would 
be  effective  during  the  lntial  30-day 
period  the  amendment  was  operative. 
However,  the  act  authorizing  establish¬ 
ment  of  this  marketing  agreement  and 


order  does  not  grant  the  Secretary  the 
authority  to  fix  prices. 

The  marketing  agreement  and  order 
do.  however,  give  the  Secretary  author¬ 
ity  to  suspend,  pending  investigation, 
any  price  list,  term  of  sale  or  discount, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  if  he  has  reason  to 
believe  such  price  list,  term  of  sale  or 
discount  is  inequitable  to  consumers  or 
handlers  by  reason  of  the  fact  it  may 
cause  immediate  injury  by  impeding  the 
carrying  out  of  this  order  or  the  effectu¬ 
ation  of  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
or  by  creating  an  abuse  of  the  privilege  of 
exemption  from  the  antitrust  laws.  If 
the  Secretary  finds,  after  an  investiga¬ 
tion  and  opportunity  to  be  heard  is  af¬ 
forded  the  handler  whose  price  filing  is 
questioned,  that  such  price  list,  term  of 
sale  or  discount,  in  whole  or  in  part,  is 
inequitable  as  measured  by  the  standards 
set  out  in  that  section  of  the  order,  the 
Secretary  may  declare  the  filed  price  list 
to  be  ineffective  (9  CFR  131.56) . 

It  would  therefore  appear  that  in  the 
event  a  handler  should  file  a  price  or 
price  list  just  prior  to  the  effective  date 
of  the  proposed  amendment  which  would 
be  in  conflict  with  the  standards  con¬ 
tained  in  S  131.56  of  the  order  (9  CFR 

131.56)  such  price  or  price  list  may  be 
subject  to  being  suspended  or  being  de¬ 
clared  ineffective,  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  S  131.56  of  the  order  (9  CFR 

131.56) . 

2.  Initial  price  filing  by  new  handlers. 
During  the  hearing  the  question  was 
raised  with  respect  to  including  a  pro¬ 
vision  to  assure  that  the  initial  prices 
filed  by  a  new  handler  in  the  Industry 
would  not  be  disruptive  but  reasonably 
aligned  with  his  competitors.  Testimony 
concerning  the  matter  is  limited. 

The  situation  to  which  the  question 
relates  and  the  appurtenant  problems 
which  might  be  expected  to  arise  would 
appear  to  be  similar  in  nature  to  the 
situation  hereinbefore  discussed  concern¬ 
ing  price  filings  just  prior  to  the  effective 
date  of  the  amendment  proposed  herein, 
and  the  aforementioned  standards  in 
$  131.56  of  the  order  (9  CFR  131.56) 
would  appear  equally  applicable  to  price 
filings  by  new  handlers.  However,  as  no 
specific  proposal  was  made  to  modify  the 
proposed  amendment  with  respect  to 
regulation  of  price  filings  by  new  han¬ 
dlers,  additional  discussion  is  unneces¬ 
sary  and  the  matter  will  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  further  herein. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions.  One  brief  supporting  the 
amendment  was  received  on  behalf  of 
the  Control  Agency.  The  brief,  proposed 
findings  and  conclusions  and  the  evi¬ 
dence  in  the  record  were  considered  in 
making  the  findings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  above.  To  the  extent  that  the  sug¬ 
gested  findings  and  conclusions  filed  by 
interested  parties  are  inconsistent  with 
the  findings  and  conclusions  set  forth 
herein,  the  requests  to  make  such  find¬ 
ings  or  reach  such  conclusions  are  denied 
for  the  reasons  previously  stated  in  this 
decision. 

General  findings.  The  findings  and 
determinations  hereinafter  set  forth  are 
supplementary  and  in  addition  to  the 
findings  and  determinations  previously 
made  in  connection  with  the  issuance  of 
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the  aforesaid  marketing  agreement  and 
order  and  of  the  previously  Issued  amend¬ 
ments  thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous 
findings  and  determinations  are  hereby 
ratified  and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as 
such  findings  and  determinations  may  be 
in  conflict  with  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  set  forth  herein. 

(1)  The  said  marketing  agreement,  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
further  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms 
and  conditions  thereof  will  tend  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(2)  The  order,  as  amended,  and  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  further  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  anti-hog- 
cholera  serum  and  hog -cholera  virus  In 
the  same  manner  as,  and  contains  only 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  are  con¬ 
tained  In  the  said  marketing  agreement 
upon  which  hearings  have  been  held. 

Recommended  amendments  to  the 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  as 
amended.  The  following  proposed 
amendment  to  the  marketing  agreement, 
as  amended,  and  order,  as  amended,  Is 
recommended  as  the  detailed  and  appro¬ 
priate  means  by  which  the  foregoing  con¬ 
clusions  may  be  carried  out.  The  regu¬ 
latory  provisions  of  the  said  agreement 
are  identical  with  those  contained  In  the 
following  order. 

Delete  9  131.52  and  substitute  therefor 
the  following : 

§  131.52  Price  lists,  effective  date,  new 
price  lists. 

(a)  Each  price  list,  Including  discounts 
and  terms  of  sale,  filed  by  a  manufacturer 
or  wholesaler  handler  shall  be  filed  In  the 
office  of  the  Control  Agency  only  during 
the  designated  business  hours  of  such 
office.  Each  such  price  list  shall,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  limitations  set  forth  In 
S  131.54,  only  become  effective  after  such 
price  list  has  been  on  file  In  the  office 
of  the  Control  Agency  for  3  days,  and 
such  price  list  shall  remain  In  effect  for 
at  least  30  days  thereafter. 

(b)  After  a  price  list  has  been  in  effect 
for  at  least  30  days,  a  new  price  list,  in¬ 
cluding  discounts  and  terms  of  sale,  may 
be  filed:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
price,  including  discount,  for  each  prod¬ 
uct  for  each  classification  of  buyer  set 
forth  in  the  new  price  list  shall  not  be 
decreased  or  Increased  more  than  10  per¬ 
cent  from  the  price  for  that  product,  in¬ 
cluding  discount,  for  such  classification 
of  buyer  as  set  forth  In  the  handler’s 
currently  effective  price  list  for  that  clas¬ 
sification  of  buyer.  A  handler  shall  not 
file  more  than  one  price  list  within  any 
30-day  period,  and  should  an  effective 
price  list  be  discontinued  or  withdrawn, 
in  full,  by  a  handler  without  filing  a  new 
price  list  to  be  effective  at  the  same  time, 
a  new  price  list  shall  not  thereafter  be 
filed  by  such  handler  for  a  period  of  at 
least  30  days  provided,  however,  that 
such  handler  shall  not  be  precluded  from 
reinstating  such  previously  filed  price  list 
within  the  30-day  period  and  such  re¬ 
instated  price  list  shall  remain  In  effect 
for  at  least  30  days  before  a  new  price  list 
may  be  filed  by  the  handler. 

(c)  In  the  event  a  price  list  Is  mailed 
by  registered  letter  or  telegraphed  to  the 
office  of  the  Control  Agency,  it  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  been  filed  either  (1)  at 
the  time  during  the  usual  business  hours 

\ 


it  is  actually  delivered  In  such  office,  or 
(11)  at  the  time  during  usual  business 
hours  such  communication  would  have 
been  received,  considering  the  usual  time 
required  for  the  means  of  communica¬ 
tion  used.  In  the  absence  of  delays  In 
transit,  whichever  time  is  earlier. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  24th 
day  of  June  1965. 

R.  J.  Anderson, 
Acting  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Research  Service. 
[F.R.  Doc.  66-0809;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:49  am.] 


Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 
I  7  CFR  Part  917  1 

FRESH  BARTLETT  PEARS,  PLUMS,  AND 
ELBERTA  PEACHES  GROWN  IN 

CALIFORNIA 

Expenses  and  Fixing  of  Rates  of 

Assessment  for  1965—66  Season 

Consideration  is  being  given  to  the 
following  proposals  submitted  by  the 
Control  Committee,  established  under 
the  marketing  agreement,  as  amended, 
and  Order  No.  917,  as  amended  (7  CFR 
Part  917),  regulating  the  handling  of 
fresh  Bartlett  pears,  plums,  and  Elberta 
peaches  grown  in  the  State  of  California, 
effective  under  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C,  601-674) ,  as  the  agency  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  provisions  thereof: 

(a)  That  expenses  not  to  exceed  $77,- 
480,  as  hereinafter  established,  are  rea¬ 
sonable  and  likely  to  be  incurred 
during  the  season  ending  February  28, 
1966,  by  the  Control  Committee  for  the 
maintenance  and  functioning  of  such 
committee  and  the  respective  commodity 
committees  established  under  the  afore¬ 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order: 

( 1 )  Bartlett  pears,  014.333 .45; 

(2)  Early  varieties  of  plums,  $26,571.06; 

(3)  Late  varieties  of  plums,  $25,571.07;  and 

(4)  Elberta  peaches,  $12,004.42;  and 

(b)  That  there  be  fixed  the  following 
applicable  rates  of  assessment  payable 
by  handlers  in  accordance  with  9  917.73: 

(1)  1  cent  ($0.01)  per  standard  western 
pear  box  of  Bartlett  pears,  or  Its  equivalent 
In  other  containers  or  In  bulk; 

(2)  8  and  ^4  mills  ($0.0085)  per  standard 
four-basket  crate  of  early  varieties  of  plums, 
or  Its  equivalent  In  other  containers  or  In 
bulk; 

(3)  8  and  V4  mUls  ($0.0085)  per  standard 
four-basket  crate  of  late  varieties  of  plums, 
or  its  equivalent  In  other  containers  or  In 
bulk;  and 

(4)  3  and  V4  mills  ($0.0035)  per  California 
peach  box  of  Elberta  peaches,  or  Its  equiva¬ 
lent  In  other  containers  or  In  bulk. 

Terms  used  in  the  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  this  part  shall,  when  used 
herein,  have  the  same  meaning  as  is 
given  to  the  respective  term  in  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  this 
part. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  aforesaid  proposals  shall 
file  the  same,  in  quadruplicate,  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 


culture,  Room  112,  Administration  Build¬ 
ing,  Washington,  D.C.,  20250,  not  later 
than  the  10th  day  after  the  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 
All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk  during  regular  business 
hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Dated:  June  23,  1965. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Acting  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Consumer  and 
Marketing  Service. 

[FJl.  Doc.  65-6784;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 
8:47  am.] 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[  14  CFR  Part  39  ] 

[Docket  No.  6736] 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Bendix  Model  756  Starters  on 
Lycoming  Engines 

AD  58-8-1  required  the  incorporation 
of  a  holdback  spring  assembly  In  cer¬ 
tain  Bendix  Model  756  Series  starters 
Installed  on  Lycoming  engines.  Recent 
malfunction  reports  now  indicate  that 
this  modification  should  be  Incorporated 
in  all  current  Model  756  Series  starters 
Installed  on  Lycoming  engines.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  It  is  proposed  to  Issue  a  new  air¬ 
worthiness  directive  that  would  super¬ 
sede  AD  58-8-1  and  include  all  such 
starters. 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  In  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  Identify  the 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in  du¬ 
plicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Office  of  the  Oeneral  Counsel,  Attention: 
Rules  Docket,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20553.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
July  29,  1965,  will  be  considered  by  the 
Administrator  before  taking  action  upon 
the  proposed  rule.  The  proposals  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  In 
the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
In  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
Interested  persons. 

This  amendment  Is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  sections  313(a) ,  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  It  is 
proposed  to  amend  9  39.13  of  Part  39  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  add¬ 
ing  the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

Bbndix.  Applies  to  Bendix  Model  No.  756-9 
C  or  E,  -10C,  -16A,  -21  C  or  E,  -22  C  or  E. 
-64C,  -56  C  or  E,  -62  C  or  D,  -64  C  or  D, 
—  74  A  or  B  and  — 76A  Starters  Installed 
on  Lycoming  engines. 

Compliance  required  as  Indicated  tinless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  starter  Jaw  ratcheting,  and  as¬ 
sure  positive  starter  Jaw  disengagement  from 
the  engine,  thereby  preventing  Jaw  fractur¬ 
ing  with  associated  possibility  of  engine 
failure,  accomplish  the  following: 
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(a)  Modify  engine  Installed  starters  hav¬ 
ing  less  than  900  hours’  time  In  service  since 
new  or  since  overhaul  as  of  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  In  accordance  with  paragraphs 
(c)  and  (d)  prior  to  1,000  hours’  time  In 
service. 

(b)  Modify  engine  Installed  starters  hav¬ 
ing  900  hours  or  more  time  in  service  since 
new  or  since  overhaul  as  of  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  In  accordance  with  paragraphs 

(c)  and  (d)  within  the  next  100  hours’  time 
In  service  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
AD. 

(c)  Install  Bendlx  Service  Kit  SK  111  In  all 
aforementioned  starters,  which  Incorporates 
a  holdback  spring  assembly  to  prevent  Jaw 
ratcheting. 

(d)  Modification  is  to  be  accomplished  per 
Bendlx/Utlca  Service  Bulletin  No.  41a  and 
Addendums  No.  1  and  2  dated  October  17, 
1957,  August  26,  1959,  February  15,  1963,  and 
Service  Bulletin  No.  64  and  Supplement  No.  1 
dated  November  20,  1959,  and  May  10,  1965. 

This  supersedes  AD  58-8-1. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  22, 
1965. 

O.  S.  Moore, 

Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6763;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  39  ] 

[Docket  No.  6737] 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

de  Havilland  Model  104  “Dove” 
Aircraft 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amending  Part  39  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  to  include  an 
airworthiness  directive  for  de  Havilland 
Model  104  “Dove”  aircraft.  Pin-hole 
corrosion  has  been  found  in  an  engine 
mounting  frame  in  service.  Investiga¬ 
tion  revealed  that  the  corrosion  is  at¬ 
tributable  to  condensation  and  collection 
of  moisture  inside  the  tubes.  Corrosion 
of  the  tubular  structure  from  the  inside 
could  be  widespread  and  would  likely 
remain  undetected  until  an  advanced 
state  was  reached.  To  correct  this  con¬ 
dition,  this  AD  requires  inspection  of  the 
tubular  structure  for  evidence  of  inter¬ 
nal  corrosion  and  removal  or  repair  of 
the  frame  if  evidence  of  corrosion  is 
found. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in  du¬ 
plicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel,  Attention: 
Rules  Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20553.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  on  or  before  July 
29,  1965,  will  be  considered  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  before  taking  action  upon 
the  proposed  rule.  The  proposals  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a) ,  601,  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1354(a) ,  1421, 1423). 


In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  to  amend  S  39.13  of  Part  39 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by 
adding  the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

Hawks  Siddeley.  Applies  to  de  Havilland 
Model  104  “Dove”  aircraft  which  do  not 
incorporate  Modification  No.  PP.  226. 

Compliance  required  as  Indicated. 

As  a  result  of  pin-hole  corrosion  being 
found  In  an  engine  mounting  frame  that 
had  been  in  service  for  some  years,  and  sub¬ 
sequent  investigation  having  revealed  that 
corrosion  of  the  tubular  structure  from  the 
Inside  could  be  widespread  and  likely  re¬ 
main  undetected  until  an  advanced  state 
was  reached,  accomplish  the  following : 

(a)  Within  50  hours’  time  In  service  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  complete  a  vis¬ 
ual  Inspection  for  any  external  evidence  of 
Internal  oorroslon  of  the  tubular  structure, 
P/N’s  4EM.201A  and  .203A  (l.e.  paint  blister¬ 
ing,  pin  holes,  etc.) . 

Nor*:  Particular  attention  should  be  given 
to  the  lower  tubes  and  welded  Joints  during 
the  Inspection  required  by  paragraph  (a). 

(1)  If  any  evidence  of  corrosion  Is  found, 
remove  the  frame  from  service  and  comply 
with  paragraph  (d) . 

(2)  If  there  Is  no  evidence  of  oorroslon, 
repeat  the  visual  Inspection  every  150  hours’ 
time  in  service  from  the  last  Inspection.  This 
Inspection  may  be  discontinued  after  com¬ 
pliance  with  paragraph  (b)  or  (c). 

(b)  Within  1  year  after  the  effeotlve  date 
of  this  AD  and  at  Intervals  thereafter  not 
to  exceed  4  years  from  the  last  Inspection, 
conduct  an  X-ray  Inspection  of  engine 
mounting  frames  Serial  Numbers  DHB/1  to 
DHB/1780  Inclusive  or  prefixed  by  "DH/ — ” 
In  accordance  with  paragraph  (d)  . 

(c)  Within  2  years  after  the  effective  date 
of  the  AD  and  at  Intervals  thereafter  not  to 
exceed  4  years  from  the  last  Inspection, 
conduct  an  X-ray  Inspection  of  engine 
mounting  frames  Serial  Number  DHB/1781 
and  subsequent  In  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (d). 

(d)  Conduct  an  X-ray  Inspection  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Hawker  Siddeley  Aviation  Ltd. 
Technical  News  Sheet  CT  (104)  No.  190, 
Issue  1,  dated  August  24,  1964.  If  Internal 
corrosion  Is  found,  replace  or  repair  the 
engine  mounting  frame  In  accordance  with 
de  Havilland  Division  factory-approved  In¬ 
structions  or  an  equivalent  approved  by  the 
Chief,  Aircraft  Certification  Division,  FAA 
Europe,  Africa,  and  Middle  East  Region.  If 
no  Internal  corrosion  Is  found,  the  frame 
may  be  returned  to  service. 

(e)  Initial  and  repetitive  Inspections  re¬ 
quired  In  paragraphs  (a) ,  (b) ,  and  (c)  may 
be  discontinued  upon  the  Installation  of  an 
engine  mounting  frame  Incorporating  Mod. 
No.  PP.  225. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
22, 1965. 

G.  S.  Moore, 

Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6764;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  39  ] 

[Docket  No.  6124] 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Douglas  Model  DC— 8  Aircraft 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  un¬ 
der  consideration  a  proposal  to  amend 
Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  to  include  an  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tive  for  Douglas  Model  DC-8  aircraft. 
A  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  requir¬ 
ing  inspection  of  the  main  landing  gear 


strut  piston  assembly  and  repair  or  re¬ 
placement  of  any  parts  found  cracked 
was  published  in  29  F.R.  11537,  and  inter¬ 
ested  persons  were  invited  to  participate 
in  the  making  of  the  proposed  rule.  In 
view  of  the  comments  received,  changes 
of  a  substantive  nature  have  been  found 
to  be  necessary  in  the  initial  proposal. 
Therefore,  in  order  to  give  interested 
persons  an  opportunity  to  comment  on 
these  changes,  they  have  been  incorpo¬ 
rated  into  a  new  proposal  and  the  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  published  in  29 
F.R.  11537  is  hereby  withdrawn. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in  du¬ 
plicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel,  Attention: 
Rules  Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  D  C.,  20553.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  on  or  before  July 

29,  1965,  will  be  considered  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  before  taking  action  upon 
the  proposed  rule.  The  proposals  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
Interested  persons. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  sections  313(a) ,  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  UJS.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423). 

Douglas.  Applies  to  Model  DC-8  aircraft. 

Compliance  required  as  Indicated. 

To  prevent  further  failures  of  the  main 
landing  gear  strut  piston  due  to  cracking  In 
the  radius  of  the  torque  link  lug,  accom¬ 
plish  the  following  on  landing  gear  strut  pis¬ 
ton  assemblies.  Douglas  P/N  5598229,  5598343, 
5719165,  5773028,  6773029,  and  6773030: 

(a)  Unless  already  accomplished,  rework 
assemblies  having  4,000  or  more  hours’  time 
In  service  on  the  effective  date  of  this  AD— 

(1)  In  accordance  with  paragraph  2B  of 
Douglas  Service  Bulletin  No.  32-99,  Revision 
No.  3,  dated  October  30,  1964,  or  an  equiva¬ 
lent  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engi¬ 
neering  Division,  FAA  Western  Region,  with¬ 
in  4,500  hours'  time  in  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD;  or 

(2)  In  accordance  with  Douglas  TWX 

MISC-108/DJW  dated  January  28,  1963. 

within  500  hours’  time  In  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD  and  In  accordance 
with  paragraph  2A  of  Douglas  Service  Bulle¬ 
tin  No.  32-99,  Revision  No.  3.  dated  October 

30,  1964,  or  an  equivalent  approved  by  the 
Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering  Division,  FAA 
Western  Region,  within  4,500  hours’  time  in 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD. 

(b)  Unless  already  accomplished,  Tework 
assemblies  having  less  than  4,000  hours’  time 
In  service  on  the  effective  date  of  this  AD— 

(1)  In  accordance  with  paragraph  2B  of 
Douglas  Service  BuUetln  No.  32-99,  Revision 
No.  3,  dated  October  30, 1964,  or  an  equivalent 
approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering 
Division,  FAA  Western  Region,  before  the 
accumulation  of  8,500  hours’  time  In  service; 
or 

(2)  In  accordance  with  Douglas  TWX 
MISC-108/DJW  dated  January  28,  1963.  be¬ 
fore  the  accumulation  of  4,500  hours’  time 
In  service  and  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
2A  of  Douglas  Service  Bulletin  No.  32-99, 
Revision  No.  3,  dated  October  30.  1964,  or  an 
equivalent  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft 
Engineering  Division,  FAA  Western  Region, 
before  the  accumulation  of  8,500  hours’  time 
In  service. 
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(c)  Inspect  assemblies  with  4,000  or  more 
hours’  time  In  service  on  the  effective  date  of 
this  AD  that  have  not  been  reworked  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Douglas  TWX  MI8O-108/DJW 
dated  January  28.  1083,  In  the  area  of  the 
radius  between  the  main  landing  gear  strut 
piston  torque  link  lugs  for  cracks  using  a 
dye  penetrant  Inspection  method  or  an 
equivalent  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft 
Engineering  Division,  PAA  Western  Region, 
within  500  hours’  time  In  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD  unless  already  ac¬ 
complished  within  the  last  500  hours’  time  In 
service  and  thereafter  at  Intervals  not  to 
exceed  1,000  hours’  time  In  service  from  the 
last  inspection. 

(d)  Inspect  assemblies  with  less  than 
4,000  hours’  time  In  service  on  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD  that  have  not  been  reworked 
In  accordance  with  Douglas  TWX  MISC- 
108/DJW  In  the  area  of  the  radius  between 
the  main  landing  gear  strut  piston  torque 
link  lugs  for  cracks  using  a  dye  penetrant 
Inspection  method  or  an  equivalent  approved 
by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering  Division, 
PAA  Western  Region,  before  the  accumula¬ 
tion  of  4,500  hours’  time  In  service  unless 
already  accomplished  within  the  last  500 
hours’  time  In  service  and  thereafter  at  Inter¬ 
vals  not  to  exceed  1,000  hours’  time  In  service 
from  the  last  Inspection. 

(e)  Replace  any  part  having  a  crack  0.040 
Inch  or  more  In  depth  with  an  undamaged 
part  before  further  flight.  Replace  any  part 
having  a  crack  less  than  0.040  inch  In  depth 
with  an  undamaged  part  before  further  flight 
or  rework  It  In  accordance  with  paragraph  2B 
of  Douglas  Service  Bulletin  No.  32-00,  Re¬ 
vision  No.  3,  dated  October  30,  1084,  or  an 
equivalent  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft 
Engineering  Division,  FAA  Western  Region, 
before  further  flight. 

(f)  Upon  request  of  the  operator,  an  FAA 
maintenance  Inspector,  subject  to  prior  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering 
Division,  FAA  Western  Region,  may  adjust 
the  repetitive  Inspection  Intervals  specified 
In  this  AD  to  permit  compliance  at  an  estab¬ 
lished  Inspection  period  of  the  operator  If 
the  request  contains  substantiating  data  to 
Justify  the  Increase  for  such  operator. 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 

22, 1965. 

G.  S.  Moore, 

Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FR.  Doc.  65-8785;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.) 


[  14  CFR  Part  39  ] 

[Docket  No.  1845] 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Navion  and  Twin  Navion  Aircraft 

Amendment  624  (28  Fit.  10564),  AO 
63-21-5  requires  replacement  of  the  main 
and  nosegear  retraction  links  with  new 
redesigned  parts  on  Navion  and  Twin 
Navion  aircraft.  Since  the  issuance  of 
this  AD,  parts  have  been  Installed  as 
FAA-approved  equivalent  parts  which 
do  not  completely  conform  to  the  re¬ 
quired  new  design  parts.  It  is  proposed 
therefore  to  revise  Amendment  624  to 
require  that  approval  of  equivalent  parts 
must  be  obtained  from  an  FAA  Regional 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch 
or  Aircraft  Engineering  Division,  as  ap¬ 
propriate. 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
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docket  number  and  be  submitted  in  du¬ 
plicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel,  Attention: 
Rules  Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue 
SW., Washington,  D.C.,  20553.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  on  or  before  July 
29,  1965,  will  be  considered  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  before  taking  action  upon 
the  proposed  rule.  The  proposals  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  In 
the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
In  the  rules  docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a),  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(72  Stat.  752,  775,  776;  49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  1423). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
Is  proposed  to  amend  S  39.13  of  Part  39 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations, 
Amendment  624  (28  F.R.  10564),  AD  63- 
21-5,  Navion  and  Twin  Navion  aircraft, 
by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (c)  reading 
as  follows: 

(c)  Approval  of  equivalent  parts  shall  be 
obtained  from  an  FAA  Regional  Engineer¬ 
ing  and  Manufacturing  Branch  or  Aircraft 
Engineering  Division,  as  appropriate. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 

22, 1965. 

G.  S.  Moore, 

Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6766;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  39  ] 

[Docket  No.  6735] 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Vickers  Viscount  700  Series  Aircraft 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amending  Part  39  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  by  revising 
Amendment  274  (26  F.R.  3021),  AD  61- 
8-3,  to  coincide  with  revisions  to  the 
manufacturer’s  Preliminary  Technical 
Leaflet  (PTL)  upon  which  the  AD  is 
based.  The  proposed  revision  would 
make  the  AD  applicable  to  Model  744 
aircraft  since  that  model  has  been  re¬ 
instated  on  Aircraft  Specification  No. 
A-814,  and  the  PTL  now  Includes  all  700 
Series  aircraft.  In  accordance  with  cur¬ 
rent  Agency  practice,  the  revision  would 
also  base  compliance  with  the  AD  on  the 
number  of  landings  rather  than  the 
number  of  flights,  and  the  revision  would 
provide  a  basis  for  estimating  the  num¬ 
ber  of  landings  for  an  operator  who  has 
not  kept  a  record  of  them.  Model  745D 
operators  who  have  kept  a  record  of 
flights  for  the  purpose  of  complying  with 
the  present  AD  would  be  permitted  to 
count  each  flight  as  one  landing  for  the 
purpose  of  complying  with  the  revision. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  In  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  desire.  Com¬ 
munication  should  Identify  the  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  In  duplicate  to 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of 
the  General  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 


Washington,  D.C.,  20553.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  on  or  before  July  29, 
1965,  will  be  considered  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  before  taking  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposal  contained 
In  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received.  All  com¬ 
ments  submitted  will  be  available,  both 
before  and  after  the  closing  date  for 
comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for  ex¬ 
amination  by  interested  persons. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a),  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and  1423). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  S  39.13  of  Part  39  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations, 
Amendment  274  (26  F.R.  3021),  AD  61- 
8-3,  as  follows: 

1.  The  applicability  statement  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

Vickers.  Applies  to  Viscount  Models  744 
and  745D  Series  aircraft. 

2.  The  compliance  paragraph  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

Compliance  required  as  Indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

3.  Paragraph  (a)  is  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  the  words  “600  flights”  and  In¬ 
serting  the  words  “600  landings”  in  place 
thereof. 

4.  Paragraph  (c)  is  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  the  words  “Vickers-Armstrongs 
Preliminary  Technical  Leaflet  (PTL 
228)  (700  Series)”  and  Inserting  the 
words  “British  Aircraft  Corporation  (Op¬ 
erating)  Limited,  Preliminary  Techni¬ 
cal  Leaflet  (PTL  228),  Issue  2  (700 
Series)  ”  in  place  thereof. 

5.  The  following  new  paragraph  is 
added  after  paragraph  (c) : 

(d)  For  the  purpose  of  complying  with 
this  AD.  subject  to  acceptance  by  the  as¬ 
signed  FAA  maintenance  inspector,  the  num¬ 
ber  of  landings  may  be  determined  by  divid¬ 
ing  each  aircraft’s  hours’  time  In  service  by 
the  operator’s  fleet  average  time  from  take¬ 
off  to  landing  for  the  aircraft  type.  Model 
745D  operators  who  have  kept  a  record  of 
flights  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  AD 
may  account  for  them  In  complying  with  this 
AD  by  counting  each  flight  as  one  landing. 

6.  The  parenthetical  reference  state¬ 
ment  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

(British  Aircraft  Corporation  (Operating) 
Limited,  PTL  No.  228,  Issue  2  (  700  Series) 
covers  this  subject.) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 

22. 1965. 

G.  S.  Moore, 

Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6767;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  39  1 

[Docket  No.  6734] 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Vickers  Viscount  Model  744,  745D, 
and  810  Series  Aircraft 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amending  Part  39  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  by  adding 
an  airworthiness  directive  applicable  to 
Vickers  Viscount  Model  744,  745D,  and 
810  Series  aircraft  equipped  with  Pyrene 
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fire  extinguishers.  As  a  result  of  an 
accident,  tests  have  been  conducted  on 
the  subject  aircraft.  The  tests  revealed 
improper  operation  of  the  fire  extin¬ 
guisher  system  when  discharged  by 
the  electrical  discharge  facility.  These 
failures  allowed  CO,  to  blow  by  the  seal¬ 
ing  washers  and  discharge  through  the 
side  of  the  extinguisher  head  directly 
into  the  cockpit.  Since  this  condition  is 
likely  to  exist  or  develop  in  other  aircraft 
of  the  same  type  design,  the  proposed 
AD  would  require  inspection  of  the  fire 
extinguishing  systems  that  are  equipped 
with  electric  discharge  facility  and  re¬ 
pair  as  necessary  on  the  subject  aircraft. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in 
duplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Rules  Docket,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20553. 
All  communications  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  29,  1965,  will  be  considered  by 
the  Administrator  before  taking  action 
upon  the  proposed  rule.  The  proposals 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a) ,  601,  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  add¬ 
ing  the  following  new  airworthiness  di¬ 
rective: 

Vickers.  Applies  to  Viscount  Models  744, 
745D,  and  810  Series  aircraft  that  are 
equipped  with  Pyrene  fire  extinguishers. 
Type  DCD  2,  DCD  2 %,  DCD  10,  or  DCD 
11. 

Compliance  required  at  first  aircraft  over¬ 
haul  or  within  6  months  after  the  effective 
date  of  the  AD,  whichever  occurs  first,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  further  failures  of  Pyrene  fire 
extinguishers  of  the  subject  models,  accom¬ 
plish  the  following: 

(a)  Overhaul,  inspect,  and  test  the  fire 
extinguishing  systems  that  are  equipped 
with  electric  discharge  facility,  in  accordance 
with  revised  requirements  in  British  Aircraft 
Corporation  (Weybridge  Division)  Prelimi¬ 
nary  Technical  Leaflet  No.  256  (  700  Series), 
No.  120  (  800/810  Series)  (Amendment  TR25 
to  Viscount  Maintenance  and  Instruction 
Manuals  and  Amendment  TR3  to  the  Acces¬ 
sories  Manual  cover  the  same  subject) .  Sub¬ 
sequent  overhaul  of  the  fire  extinguish¬ 
ing  system  must  be  carried  out  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  these  specified  periods  in  the 
FAA-approved  maintenance  schedule. 

(b)  The  spray  ring  system  must  be  blown 
through  with  warm  dry  air  to  Insure  that  the 
piping  and  discharge  holes  are  free  of  ob¬ 
structions  during  the  overhaul  of  the  air¬ 
craft  at  periods  specified  in  the  FAA-ap¬ 
proved  maintenance  schedule. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  22, 
1965. 

G.  S.  Moore, 

Director,  Flight  Standard  Service. 
[F.R.  Doc.  65-6768;  FUed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-WE-49] 

CONTROL  AREA  EXTENSION  AND 
TRANSITION  AREA 

Proposed  Revocation  and  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  which 
would  alter  the  controlled  airspace  in 
the  Elko,  Nev.,  terminal  area. 

The  FAA  has  completed  a  comprehen¬ 
sive  re' lew  of  the  terminal  airspace 
structure  requirements  in  the  Elko,  Nev., 
terminal  area,  including  studies  attend¬ 
ant  to  the  implementation  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  CAR  Amendments  60-21/60- 
29,  and  proposes  the  following  airspace 
actions : 

1.  Revoke  the  Elko,  Nev.,  control  area 
extension. 

2.  Designate  the  Elko,  Nev.,  transi¬ 
tion  area  as  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  700  feet  above  the  surface 
within  5  miles  E  and  8  miles  W  of  the 
Elko  VORTAC  177°  radial,  extending 
from  the  VORTAC  to  12  miles  S  of  the 
VORTAC;  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface 
within  a  12-mile  radius  of  the  Elko  VOR¬ 
TAC,  that  airspace  extending  from  the 
12-mile  radius  area  E  of  Elko  bounded 
on  the  N  by  a  line  5  miles  S  of  and  par¬ 
allel  to  Wells,  Nev.,  VOR  256°  radial,  on 
the  E  by  longitude  115°29'00"  W.,  and 
on  the  S  by  a  line  5  miles  S  of  parallel  to 
the  Elko  VORTAC  091°  radial,  that  air¬ 
space  extending  from  the  12-mile  radius 
area  W  of  Elko  bounded  on  the  N  by  a 
line  5  miles  SE  of  and  parallel  to  the 
Battle  Mountain,  Nev.,  062°  radial,  on 
the  W  by  longitude  116°20'00"  W„  and 
on  the  S  by  a  line  10  miles  S  of  and  par¬ 
allel  to  the  Elko  VORTAC  258°  radial 
and  within  5  miles  each  side  of  the  Elko 
VORTAC  154°  radial,  extending  from  the 
12-mile  radius  area  to  25  miles  SE  of  the 
VORTAC;  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  9,500  feet  MSL  8  of  Elko, 
extending  from  the  12-mile  radius  area 
bounded  on  the  E  by  a  line  5  miles  W  of 
and  parallel  to  the  Elko  VORTAC  154° 
radial,  on  the  S  by  the  arc  of  a  29-mile 
radius  circle  centered  on  the  Elko  VOR¬ 
TAC,  and  on  the  W  by  a  line  5  miles  W 
of  and  parallel  to  the  Elko  VORTAC  177° 
radial;  and  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  12,500  feet  MSL  within  the 
area  bounded  by  the  arcs  of  29-  and  34- 
mile  radius  circles  centered  on  the  Elko 
VORTAC,  bounded  on  the  E  by  V-293  and 
on  the  W  by  a  line  5  miles  W  of  and  par¬ 
allel  to  the  Elko  VORTAC  177#  radial. 
Alteration  of  the  Elko  control  zone  would 
not  be  required. 

The  proposed  Elko  transition  area 
would  provide  protection  for  aircraft 
executing  prescribed  instrument  ap¬ 
proach,  departure,  transition,  and  hold¬ 
ing  procedures  conducted  within  the  Elko 
terminal  area. 

At  a  future  date,  after  adjacent  termi¬ 
nal  areas  have  been  examined  under  the 
CAR  Amendments  68-21/60-29  imple¬ 
mentation  program,  it  is  planned  that 
the  floors  of  VOR  airways  connecting 
with  and  adjacent  to  Elko  will  be  raised 
to  1,200  feet  or  more  above  the  surface. 


No  revisions  to  the  prescribed  instru¬ 
ment  procedures  would  be  required  based 
on  the  airspace  actions  proposed  herein. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Western  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agen¬ 
cy.  5651  West  Manchester  Avenue,  Post 
Office  Box  90007,  Airport  station,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.,  90009.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  within  45  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  token  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
No  public  hearing  is  contemplated  at 
this  time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Agen¬ 
cy  officials  may  be  made  by  contacting 
the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 
Any  data,  views,  or  arguments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  also  be 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of 
the  record  for  consideration.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  5651  West  Manchester 
Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  90045. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
the  authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended 
(72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  June 
21,  1965. 

Joseph  H.  Tippets, 
Director,  Western  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6769;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:46  aon.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[  Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CE-77] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  which 
would  designate  controlled  airspace  in 
the  Ames,  Iowa,  terminal  area. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
terminal  airspace  structure  requirements 
in  the  Ames,  Iowa,  terminal  area,  pro¬ 
poses  the  following  airspace  action: 

Designate  the  Ames,  Iowa,  transition 
area  as  that  airspace  extending  upward 
from  700  feet  above  the  surface  within 
a  6-mile  radius  of  the  Ames  Municipal 
Airport  (latitude  41°59'25"  N.,  longitude 
93°37'05"  W.)  and  within  5  miles  SW 
and  8  miles  NE  of  the  127°  bearing  from 
Ames  Municipal  Airport,  extending  from 
the  airport  to  12  miles  SE. 

The  proposed  transition  area  is  being 
developed  for  the  protection  of  aircraft 
executing  a  new  instrument  approach 
procedure.  The  proposed  transition  area 
will  provide  protection  for  aircraft  dur¬ 
ing  their  departure  when  climbing  above 
700  feet  above  the  surface  and  will  also 
provide  protection  for  aircraft  executing 
the  proposed  instrument  approach  pro- 
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cedure  during  descent  to  1,000  feet  above 

the  surface. 

The  proposed  transition  area  would 
also  encompass  the  Ames  holding  pat¬ 
tern. 

A  portion  of  the  proposed  transition 
area  will  underlie  the  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
transition  area  which  extends  upward 
from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface  as  pro¬ 
posed  in  Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CE-26, 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(30  F.R.  4207) . 

The  floors  of  the  airways  that  would 
traverse  the  transition  area  proposed 
herein  would  automatically  coincide 
with  the  floor  of  the  transition  area. 

Specific  details  of  the  changes  to  pro¬ 
cedures  that  would  be  required  may  be 
examined  by  contacting  the  Chief,  Air¬ 
space  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Cen¬ 
tral  Region,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 


4825  Troost  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
64110. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  In  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Central  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  4825  Troost  Avenue,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  64110.  All  communications 
received  within  45  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  Informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data, 
views,  or  arguments  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 


in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  public  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  Interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  4825  Troost  Avenue, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  64110. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  June 
17, 1965. 

Robert  I.  Gale, 
Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

JP.R.  Doc.  65-6770:  Filed,  June  28,  1965: 

8:46  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Dept.  Circ.  570, 1965;  Rev.  Supp.  No.  1J 

FORUM  INSURANCE  CO. 

Surety  Company  Acceptable  on 
Federal  Bonds 

June  24, 1965. 

A  Certificate  of  Authority  sis  an  ac¬ 
ceptable  surety  on  Federal  bonds  has 
been  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  the  following  company  un¬ 
der  the  Act  of  Congress  approved  July 
30, 1947,  6  UJS.C.  6-13. 

An  underwriting  limitation  of  $515,- 
000.00  has  been  established  for  the  com¬ 
pany.  Further  details  as  to  the  extent 
and  localities  with  respect  to  which  the 
company  is  acceptable  as  surety  on  Fed¬ 
eral  bonds  will  appear  in  the  next  re¬ 
vision  of  Department  Circular  570,  to  be 
issued  as  of  June  1,  1966.  Copies  of 
the  Circular,  when  issued,  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Treasury  Department, 
Bureau  of  Accounts,  Surety  Bonds 
Branch,  Washington,  D.C.,  20226. 

State  in  which  incorporated,  name  of 
company,  and  location  of  principal  exec¬ 
utive  Office.  Rhode  Island;  Forum  In¬ 
surance  Company,  Providence,  Rhode 
Island. 

[seal]  John  K.  Carlock, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6790;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:48  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
DEFENSE  CONTRACT  AUDIT  AGENCY 
Organization  and  Functions 

The  Secretary  of  Defense  approved  the 
following  organizational  statement  on 
June  9, 1965: 

Reference:  DoD  Directive  7600.2,  “Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  Audit  Policies.” 

I.  General.  A.  Pursuant  to  authority 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  a 
Defense  Contract  Audit  Agency  is  hereby 
established  as  an  agency  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  under  the  direction, 
authority,  and  control  of  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  and  in  accordance  with  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  policies,  directives, 
and  instructions. 

B.  No  separate  contract  audit  orga¬ 
nization  independent  of  the  Defense 
Contract  Audit  Agency  shall  be  estab¬ 
lished  in  the  Department  of  Defense. 

II.  Organization.  A.  The  Defense  Con¬ 
tract  Audit  Agency  shall  consist  of : 

1.  A  Director,  a  Deputy  Director,  a 
headquarters  establishment,  and  such 
subordinate  field  audit  offices  as  may  be 
established  by  the  Director,  Defense 
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Contract  Audit  Agency,  for  the  accom¬ 
plishment  of  the  Defense  Contract  Audit 
Agency  mission.  Field  audit  offices  will 
include  district/regional,  branch,  pro¬ 
curement  liaison,  contractor  residency, 
and  contract  audit  coordination  offices. 

2.  Such  other  subordinate  offices  or 
establishments  and  activities  as  are  here¬ 
in  or  may  be  hereafter  specifically  as¬ 
signed  to  the  Defense  Contract  Audit 
Agency  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

B.  The  chain  of  command  shall  run 
from  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  the 
Director,  Defense  Contract  Audit  Agency. 

III.  Scope  and  definitions.  A.  The  De¬ 
fense  Contract  Audit  Agency  operations 
will  be  conducted  on  a  worldwide  basis. 

B.  Contract  audit  is  defined  as  the 
professional  auditing  service  provided  by 
the  Defense  Contract  Audit  Agency  to  all 
elements  of  the  Department  of  Defend, 
and  to  other  governmental  agencies  as 
appropriate,  which  will  permit  the  De¬ 
fense  Contract  Audit  Agency  to  meet  the 
responsibilities  and  perform  the  func¬ 
tions  enumerated  in  sections  VI  and  VII 
of  this  Directive. 

IV.  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  contract 
auditing  is  to  assist  in  achieving  the  ob¬ 
jective  of  prudent  contracting  by  pro¬ 
viding  those  responsible  for  procurement 
and  contract  administration  with  finan¬ 
cial  information  and  advice  on  proposed 
or  existing  contracts  and  contractors,  as 
appropriate.  Audit  services  of  the  De¬ 
fense  Contract  Audit  Agency  shall  be 
utilized  by  procurement  and  contract 
administration  activities  to  the  extent 
appropriate  in  connection  with  the  nego¬ 
tiation,  administration,  and  settlement 
of  contract  payments  or  prices  which  are 
based  on  cost  (incurred  or  estimated), 
or  on  cost  analysis. 

V.  Defense  Contract  Audit  Advisory 
Council.  A.  To  advise  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  in  the  direction  and  control  of 
the  Defense  Contract  Audit  Agency,  a 
Defense  Contract  Audit  Advisory  Coun¬ 
cil  is  hereby  established  with  member¬ 
ship  as  follows:  The  Deputy  Secretary 
of  Defense,  Chairman;  The  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense  (Comptroller),  Al¬ 
ternate  Chairman;  The  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  (Installations  and 
Logistics);  Th.  Assistant  Secretaries  of 
the  Military  Departments  (Financial 
Management)  and  (Installations  and 
Logistics) ;  The  Director,  Defense  Sup¬ 
ply  Agency;  and  the  Deputy  Director, 
Contract  Administration  Services,  De¬ 
fense  Supply  Agency. 

B.  The  Defense  Contract  Audit  Advis¬ 
ory  Council  will  be  furnished  an  appro¬ 
priate  report  at  least  twice  a  year  by  the 
Director,  Defense  Contract  Audit  Agency. 

C.  The  Council  will  also  be  available 
for  consultation  with  the  Director,  De¬ 
fense  Contract  Audit  Agency,  on  such 
matters  as  he  or  any  member  of  the 
Council  may  bring  before  it.  It  will  meet 
as  regularly  as  necessary  but  not  less 
frequently  than  semiannually. 


D.  The  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 
(Comptroller)  will  provide  for  furnish¬ 
ing  Executive  Secretarial  services  to  the 
Council. 

VI.  Responsibilities.  The  Defense  Con¬ 
tract  Audit  Agency,  under  the  direction 
and  operational  control  of  its  Director 
shall  be  responsible  for: 

A.  Performing  all  necessary  contract 
audit  for  the  Department  of  Defense  and 
providing  accounting  and  financial  ad¬ 
visory  services  regarding  contracts  and 
subcontracts  to  all  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  components  responsible  for  pro¬ 
curement  and  contract  administration. 
These  services  will  be  provided  in  con¬ 
nection  with  negotiation,  administration, 
and  settlement  of  contracts  and  subcon¬ 
tracts. 

B.  Providing  contract  audit  service  to 
other  Government  agencies  as  may  be 
appropriate. 

VII.  Functions.  Under  its  Director,  the 
Director,  the  Defense  Contract  Audit 
Agency  will  perform  the  following  func¬ 
tions: 

A.  Audit,  examine  and/or  review  con¬ 
tractors’  and  subcontractors'  accounts, 
records,  documents,  and  other  evidence; 
systems  of  internal  control;  accounting, 
costing,  and  general  business  practices 
and  procedures;  to  the  extent  and  in 
whatever  manner  is  considered  necessary 
to  permit  proper  performance  of  the 
other  functions  described  in  B  through 
J  below. 

B.  Examine  reimbursement  vouchers 
received  directly  from  contractors,  under 
cost -type  contracts,  transmitting  those 
vouchers  approved  for  payment  to  the 
cognizant  Disbursing  Officer  and  issuing 
DD  Forms  396,  “Notice  of  Costs  Sus¬ 
pended  and/or  Disapproved,”  with  a  copy 
to  the  cognizant  contracting  officer,  with 
respect  to  costs  claimed  but  not  consid¬ 
ered  allowable.  Where  the  contractor 
disagrees  with  a  suspension  or  disallow¬ 
ance  action  by  DCAA,  and  the  difference 
cannot  be  resolved,  the  contractor  may 
appeal  in  writing  to  the  ACO  who  will 
make  his  determination  in  writing.  In 
addition,  the  contracting  officer  may  di¬ 
rect  the  issuance  of  DD  Forms  396, 
“Notice  of  Costs  Suspended  and/or  Dis¬ 
approved,"  with  respect  to  any  cost  which 
he  has  reason  to  believe  should  be  sus¬ 
pended  or  disapproved. 

C.  Provide  advice  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  procurement  and  contract  ad¬ 
ministration  personnel  on: 

1.  Acceptability  of  costs  incurred 
under  redeterminable,  incentive,  and 
similar-type  contracts. 

2.  Acceptability  of  incurred  costs  and 
estimates  of  cost  to  be  incurred  as  rep¬ 
resented  by  contractors  incident  to  the 
award,  negotiation,  modification,  change, 
administration,  termination,  or  settle¬ 
ment  of  contracts. 

3.  Adequacy  of  financial  or  accounting 
aspects  of  contract  provisions. 

4.  Adequacy  of  contractors’  account¬ 
ing  and  financial  management  systems, 
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adequacy  of  contractors’  estimating  pro¬ 
cedures  and  adequacy  of  property 

controls. 

D.  Assist  responsible  procurement  or 
contract  administration  activities  in 
their  surveys  of  the  purchasing-procure¬ 
ment  systems  of  major  contractors. 

E.  Direct  audit  reports  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  management  level  having  authority 
and  responsibility  to  take  action  on  the 
audit  findings  and  recommendations. 

F.  Cooperate  with  other  appropriate 
Department  of  Defense  components  on 
reviews,  audits,  analyses,  or  inquiries  in¬ 
volving  contractors'  financial  position  or 
financial  and  accounting  policies,  proce¬ 
dures,  or  practices. 

G.  Establish  and  maintain  liaison  au¬ 
ditors  as  appropriate  at  major  procuring 
and  contract  administration  offices. 

H.  Review  General  Accounting  Office 
reports  and  proposed  responses  thereto 
which  involve  significant  contract  or 
contractor  activities  for  the  purpose  of 
assuring  the  validity  of  appropriate  per¬ 
tinent  facts  contained  therein. 

I.  In  an  advisory  capacity,  attend  and 
participate,  as  appropriate,  in  contract 
negotiation  and  other  meetings  where 
contract  cost  matters,  audit  reports,  or 
related  financial  matters  are  under  con¬ 
sideration. 

J.  Provide  assistance,  as  requested  in 
the  development  of  procurement  policies 
and  regulations. 

VUI.  Authority.  To  discharge  the  re¬ 
sponsibilities  of  the  Agency,  the  Director, 
Defense  Contract  Audit  Agency,  or  his 
designees,  are  specifically  delegated  au¬ 
thority  to: 

A.  Have  free  and  unrestricted  access 
to,  and  direct  communication  with,  all 
elements  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
and  other  executive  departments  and 
agencies  as  necessary. 

B.  Operate  and  control  all  organiza¬ 
tions,  activities,  and  resources  assigned 
or  attached  to  the  Defense  Contract  Au¬ 
dit  Agency. 

C.  Establish  Defense  Contract  Audit 
Agency  facilities  using  wherever  feasible, 
Boprjprlate  established  physical  facilities 
of  the  military  departments  or  the  De¬ 
fense  Supply  Agency. 

D.  Obtain  such  information  from  any 
component  of  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  per¬ 
formance  of  Defense  Contract  Audit 
Agency  functions. 

E.  Centralize  or  consolidate  the  func¬ 
tions  for  which  Defense  Contract  Audit 
Agency  is  responsible  to  the  extent  the 
Director  deems  feasible  and  desirable  in 
consonance  with  the  alms  of  maximum 
overall  efficiency,  economy,  and  effec¬ 
tiveness. 

IX.  Relationships.  A.  In  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  his  functions,  the  Director,  De¬ 
fense  Contract  Audit  Agency  shall: 

!•  Consult  with  the  Defense  Contract 
Audit  Advisory  Council  to  assure  that 
the  Council  has  adequate  knowledge  of 
Defense  Contract  Audit  Agency  plans  for 
accomplishing  the  Defense  Contract 
Audit  Agency  mission  in  support  of  pro¬ 
grams  to  be  carried  on  by  the  military 
departments.  Defense  Supply  Agency, 
and  other  defense  agencies. 


2.  Maintain  appropriate  liaison  with 
other  components  of  the  Department  of 
Defense,  other  agencies  of  the  Executive 
Branch,  and  the  General  Accounting 
Office  for  the  exchange  of  information 
and  programs  in  the  field  of  assigned  re¬ 
sponsibilities. 

3.  Make  use  of  existing  Department 
of  Defense  facilities  and  services,  where- 
ever  practicable  to  achieve  maximum 
efficiency  and  economy. 

B.  Primary  staff  supervision  shall  be 
provided  to  the  Director,  Defense  Con¬ 
tract  Audit  Agency,  on  behalf  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense,  by  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  (Comptroller) ,  who  will 
prescribe  principles  and  policies  to  be 
followed  in  connection  with  technical, 
organization,  and  administrative  mat¬ 
ters  related  to  contract  audit. 

C.  The  military  departments  and  other 
Department  of  Defense  components  shall 
provide  support,  within  their  respective 
fields  of  responsibility,  to  the  Director, 
Defense  Contract  Audit  Agency  to  assist 
in  carrying  out  the  assigned  responsibili¬ 
ties  and  functions  of  the  Agency.  Pro¬ 
graming,  budgeting,  and  financing  for 
such  support  will  be  in  accordance  with 
policies  and  procedures  prescribed  by  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  (Comp¬ 
troller)  . 

X.  Administration.  A.  The  Director 
shall  be  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense. 

B.  The  Deputy  Director  will  be  a 
qualified  civilian  and  appointed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense. 

C.  The  transfer  of  manpower  au¬ 
thorizations  to  Defense  Contract  Audit 
Agency  from  other  DoD  components  will 
be  in  accordance  with  established  poli¬ 
cies  and  procedures. 

D.  The  appointment  of  other  person¬ 
nel  to  the  Agency  will  be  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Director,  Defense  Con¬ 
tract  Audit  Agency.  Regional  managers 
will  be  qualified  civilians. 

E.  The  Defense  Contract  Audit  Agen¬ 
cy  will  be  authorized  such  personnel, 
facilities,  funds,  and  other  administra¬ 
tive  support  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
deems  necessary  for  the  performance  of 
its  function.  In  this  connection,  pro¬ 
graming,  budgeting,  financing,  account¬ 
ing,  and  reporting  activities  of  the  De¬ 
fense  Contract  Audit  Agency  will  be  in 
accordance  with  policies  and  procedures 
established  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense  (Comptroller). 

XI.  Implementation.  The  Director, 
Defense  Contract  Audit  Agency  will  as¬ 
sume  assigned  responsibility  and  func¬ 
tions  of  the  Agency  in  accordance  with 
the  schedule  to  be  approved  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense. 

XII.  Effective  date.  This  Directive  is 
effective  upon  publication.  Whenever 
the  Defense  Contract  Audit  Agency 
assumes  responsibility  for  the  function 
assigned  to  It  under  the  terms  of  this 
Directive,  all  components  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  will  review  their  existing 
directives,  Instructions,  and  regulations 
for  conformity,  make  necessary  changes 
thereto  within  90  days,  and  notify  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  (Admin¬ 
istration)  when  the  changes  are  com¬ 
pleted. 


Enclosure  1 — Delegations  or  Authority 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the*  Director, 
Defense  Contract  Audit  Agency,  or,  in 
the  absence  of  the  Director,  the  person 
acting  for  him  is  hereby  delegated,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  direction,  authority,  and  con¬ 
trol  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  in 
accordance  with  Department  of  Defense 
policies,  directives,  and  instructions,  and 
pertinent  OSD  regulations,  authority  as 
required  in  the  administration  and  op¬ 
eration  of  DCAA  to : 

a.  Exercise  the  powers  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  by  section  204  of  the 
National  Security  Act  of  1947,  as  amend¬ 
ed  (5  UB.C.  171d) ,  and  section  12  of  the 
Administrative  Expenses  Act  of  1946,  as 
amended  (5  U.S.C.  22a),  pertaining  to 
the  employment,  direction,  and  general 
administration  of  DCAA  civilian  person¬ 
nel. 

b.  Fix  rates  of  pay  for  wage  board  em¬ 
ployees  exempted  from  the  Classifica¬ 
tion  Act  by  section  202(7)  of  that  Act 
on  the  basis  of  prevailing  rates  for  com¬ 
parable  jobs  in  the  locality  where  each 
installation  is  located.  DCAA,  in  fixing 
such  rates,  shall  follow  the  wage  sched¬ 
ule  established  by  the  local  wage  board. 

c.  Establish  such  advisory  committees 
and  employ  such  part-time  advisers  as 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
for  the  performance  of  DCAA  functions 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  10  U.S.C. 
173,  5  UJ3.C.  55a,  and  the  Agreement  be¬ 
tween  the  DoD  and  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  on  employment  of  experts 
and  consultants,  dated  July  22,  1959. 

d.  Administer  oaths  of  office  incident 
to  entrance  into  the  Executive  Branch 
of  the  Federal  Government  or  any  other 
oath  required  by  law  in  connection  with 
employment  therein,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  June  26, 1943 
(5  U.S.C.  16a),  and  designate  in  writ¬ 
ing,  as  may  be  necessary,  officers  and 
employees  of  DCAA  to  perform  this 
function. 

e.  Establish  a  DCAA  Incentive  Awards 
Board  and  pay  cash  awards  to  and  incur 
necessary  expenses  for  the  honorary 
recognition  of  civilian  employees  of  the 
Government  whose  suggestions,  inven¬ 
tions,  superior  accomplishments,  or 
other  personal  efforts,  Including  special 
acts  or  services,  benefit  or  affect  DCAA 
or  its  subordinate  activities  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
September  1954  (5  U.S.C.  2123)  and  Civil 
Service  Regulations. 

f.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  August  26, 1950,  as  amended 
(5  U.S.C.  22-1) ;  Executive  Order  10450, 
dated  April  27,  1953,  as  amended;  and 
DoD  Directive  5210.7,  dated  August  12, 
1953  (as  revised) : 

(1)  Designate  any  position  in  DCAA 
as  a  “sensitive”  position; 

(2)  Authorize,  in  case  of  an  emergency, 
the  appointment  of  a  person  to  a  sensi¬ 
tive  position  in  the  Agency  for  a  limited 
period  of  time  for  whom  a  full  field  in¬ 
vestigation  or  other  appropriate  investi¬ 
gation,  including  the  National  Agency 
Check,  has  not  been  completed;  and 

(3)  Authorize  the  suspension,  but  not 
to  terminate  the  services  of  an  employee 
in  the  interest  of  national  security  in 
positions  within  DCAA. 
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g.  Clear  DCAA  personnel  and  such 
other  individuals  as  may  be  appropriate 
for  access  to  classified  Defense  material 
and  information  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  DoD  Directive  5210.8,  dated 
February  15,  1962,  “Policy  on  Investiga¬ 
tion  and  Clearance  of  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  Personnel  for  Access  to  Classified 
Defense  Information,”  and  of  Executive 
Order  10501,  dated  November  5,  1953, 
as  amended. 

h.  Act  as  agent  for  the  collection  and 
payment  of  employment  taxes  imposed 
by  Chapter  21  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954  and,  as  such  agent,  make 
all  determinations  and  certifications  re¬ 
quired  or  provided  for  under  section  3122 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954 
and  section  205(p)  (1)  and  (2)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  405(p)  (1)  and  (2))  with  respect 
to  DCAA  employees. 

i.  Authorize  and  approve  overtime 
work  for  DCAA  civilian  officers  and  em¬ 
ployees  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  550.1  of  the  Civil  Service  Regula¬ 
tions. 

j.  Authorize  and  approve: 

(1)  Travel  for  DCAA  civilian  officers 
and  employees  in  accordance  with  the 
Standardized  Government  Travel  Regu¬ 
lations,  as  amended  (BOB  Circular  A-7, 
Revised) ; 

(2)  Temporary  duty  travel  only  for 
military  personnel  assigned  or  detailed 
to  DCAA  in  accordance  with  Joint  Travel 
Regulations  for  the  Uniformed  Services, 
dated  April  1,  1951,  as  amended; 

(3)  Invitational  travel  to  persons  serv¬ 
ing  without  compensation  whose  consul¬ 
tive,  advisory,  or  other  highly  specialized 
technical  services  are  required  in  a  ca¬ 
pacity  that  is  directly  related  to  or  in 
connection  with  DCAA  activities,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the 
Administrative  Expenses  Act  of  1946,  as 
amended  (5  UJ3.C.  73b-2). 

k.  Approve  the  expenditure  of  funds 
available  for  travel  by  military  personnel 
assigned  or  detailed  to  DCAA  for  ex¬ 
penses  incident  to  attendance  at  meet¬ 
ings  of  technical,  scientific,  professional, 
or  other  similar  organizations  in  such 
instances  where  the  approval  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  or  his  designee  is  re¬ 
quired  by  law  (5  U.S.C.  174a).  This 
authority  cannot  be  redelegated. 

l.  Develop,  establish,  and  maintain  an 
active  and  continuing  Records  Manage¬ 
ment  Program,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  506(b)  of  the  Federal 
Records  Act  of  1950  (44  UB.C.  396(b)). 

m.  Establish  and  use  Imprest  Funds 
for  making  small  purchases  of  material 
and  services  other  than  personal  for 
DCAA  when  it  is  determined  more  ad¬ 
vantageous  and  consistent  with  the  best 
interests  of  the  Government,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  DoD  Instruc¬ 
tion  7280.1,  dated  January  5,  1962,  and 
the  Joint  Regulation  of  the  General 
Services  Administration — Treasury  De¬ 
partment — General  Accounting  Office, 
entitled  “For  Small  Purchases  Utilizing 
Imprest  Funds.”  ~ 

n.  Authorize  the  publication  of  adver¬ 
tisements,  notices,  or  proposals  in  news¬ 
papers,  magazines,  or  other  public  peri¬ 
odicals  as  required  for  the  effective  ad¬ 
ministration  and  operation  of  DCAA  (44 
U.S.C.  324). 


o.  (1)  Establish  and  maintain  appro¬ 
priate  Property  Accounts  for  DCAA. 

(2)  Appoint  Boards  of  Survey,  ap¬ 
prove  reports  of  survey,  relieve  personal 
liability,  and  drop  accountability  for 
DCAA  property  contained  in  the  author¬ 
ized  Property  Accounts  that  has  been 
lost,  damaged,  stolen,  destroyed,  or 
otherwise  rendered  unserviceable,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  applicable  laws  and  regu¬ 
lations. 

p.  Promulgate  the  necessary  security 
regulations  for  the  protection  of  property 
and  places  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Director,  Defense  Contract  Audit  Agency, 
pursuant  to  paragraph  m.A.  and  VB. 
of  DoD  Directive  5200.8,  dated  August  20, 
1954. 

q.  Establish  and  maintain,  for  the 
functions  assigned,  an  appropriate  pub¬ 
lications  system  for  the  promulgation 
of  regulations,  instructions,  and  refer¬ 
ence  documents,  and  changes  thereto, 
pursuant  to  the  policies  and  procedures 
prescribed  in  DoD  Directive  5025.1,  dated 
March  7, 1961. 

r.  Enter  into  support  and  service 
agreements  with  the  military  depart¬ 
ments,  other  DoD  agencies,  or  other  Gov¬ 
ernment  agencies  as  required  for  the  ef¬ 
fective  performance  of  responsibilities 
and  functions  assigned  to  DCAA. 

2.  The  Director,  Defense  Contract  Au¬ 
dit  Agency,  may  redelegate  these  au¬ 
thorities,  as  appropriate,  and  in  writing, 
except  as  otherwise  specifically  Indicated 
above  or  as  otherwise  provided  by  law 
or  regulation. 

3.  This  delegation  of  authorities  is  ef¬ 
fective  immediately. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives  Division,  OASD 
( Administration ) . 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6779;  Filed.  June  28,  1965; 

8:47  am.) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  Alien  Property 
ANNA  BECKER  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Intention  To  Return  Vested 
Property 

Pursuant  to  the  Agreement  entitled 
“Agreement  Between  the  United  States 
of  America  and  the  Republic  of  Austria 
Regarding  the  Return  of  Austrian  Prop¬ 
erty,  Rights,  and  Interests”  which  was 
signed  at  Washington  on  January  30, 
1959,  and  ratified  by  the  United  States 
on  March  4,  1964,  notice  is  hereby  given 
of  intention  to  return,  on  or  after  30 
days  from  the  day  of  publication  hereof, 
the  following  property,  subject  to  any  in¬ 
crease  or  decrease  resulting  from  the 
administration  thereof  prior  to  return, 
and  after  adequate  provision  for  taxes 
and  conservatory  expenses: 

Claimants,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Anna  Becker,  Borngasse,  6251  Stelnbach, 
Krels  Limburg /Lahn,  Germany;  Claim  No. 
45533;  $155.04  In  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

August  Ahlborn,  Schottenfeldgasse  25, 
Vienna  VH,  Austria,  Claim  No.  46636; 
$3,715.49  In  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 


Hlldegard  Lewandowskl,  69  Iglaseegasse, 
Vienna,  XIX,  Austria,  Claim  No.  59004; 
$41.75  In  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Wllhelmine  Gundacker,  Jedleseer  Strasse 
66-94,  Vienna  XXI,  Austria.  Claim  No.  63636; 
$58.08  In  the  Treasury  of  the  United  8tates. 

Hedwlg  Grabher-Meler,  Koeplgshofstrasse 
1,  Lustenau,  Austria;  $13721  In  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States;  and  Karolina  Ruetz, 
Arlbergstrasse  95.  Bregenz,  Austria;  $22.89 
In  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States;  and 
Maria  Deurlng,  Rhelndorferstrasse  31,  Luste¬ 
nau,  Austria;  $22.89  In  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States;  and  Anna  Grabher,  Lerchen- 
feldstrasse  2,  Lustenau.  Austria;  $22.89  In 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States;  and 
Roslna  Fltz,  Lerchenfeldstrasse  2,  Lustenau, 
Austria;  $22.88  In  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States;  and  Walter  Grabher,  Bahngasse  14, 
Lustenau,  Austria;  $22.88  In  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States;  and  Wilhelm  Grabher, 
Hagenmahdsiedlung  74,  Lustenau,  Austria; 
$22.88  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States; 
and  Alois  Grabher.  Gallusstrasse  38,  St. 
Gallen,  Switzerland,  Claim  No.  67014;  $34.33 
In  the  Treasury  of  the  United  StateB. 

Annie  Hebe  In,  Trauttmansdorffgasse  28. 
Vienna  XIH,  Austria,  Claim  No.  67030;  $399.59 
In  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Marla  Stein,  Starkfrledgasse  42,  Vienna 
XIX,  Austria,  Claim  No.  67031;  $206.78  In  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States. 
Springer-Verlag,  Moelkerbastel  6,  Vienna  I, 
Austria,  on  behalf  of  the  following  authors 
or  their  heirs: 

Friedrich  Hecht,  Alserstrasse  69,  Vienna 
VHI,  Austria;  $82.80  In  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States. 

Johann  List,  Helnrlchstrasse  126,  Graz, 
Austria;  $27.83  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

Willibald  Machu,  Wohllebengasse  16, 
Vienna  IV,  Austria;  $77.07  In  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States. 

Josef  Schlntlmelster,  Caberlastrasse  3, 
Dresden,  East  Germany;  $15.05  In  the  Treas¬ 
ury  of  the  United  States. 

Friedrich  Chmelka,  Herbeck strasse  76/X/6, 
Vienna  XVIII,  Austria;  $8.87  In  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States. 

Christine  Ritter;  $81.36  In  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States;  and  Renate  Ritter; 
$81.35  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States; 
and  Rosa  Ritter;  $8126  In  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States;  and  Rosa  Ritter,  as  Guardian 
for  Isabella  Ritter,  all  of  Halderstrasse  2, 
Linz,  Austria;  $81.36  In  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States;  Erich  Franz  Fuhrmann  Raaba 
185,  Post  Graz,  St.  Peter,  Austria;  $11.32  In 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States;  Margarete 
Fuhrmann,  Polzergasse  31,  Graz  IX,  Austria, 
Claim  No.  44950;  $3.78  In  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States. 

Austro-Mechana,  Ungargasse  2,  Vienna 
HI,  Austria,  on  behalf  of  its  members  as 
follows : 

Kurt  Schlld,  Halbgasse  6,  Vienna  VII.  Aus¬ 
tria;  $722  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States;  Emil  Spltzer,  Leopoldsgasse  9,  Vienna 
II,  Austria;  $15.06  In  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States;  Robert  Stolz,  Ellsabethstr.  16. 
Vienna  I,  Austria;  $1.85  In  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States;  Peter  Wehle,  Moehlstrasse 
16,  Munich,  Germany;  $12.41  In  the  Treas¬ 
ury  of  the  United  States;  Karl  Wewerka, 
Llndengasse  10,  Vienna  VH,  Austria;  $1.72  in 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States:  Jo6ef 
Hochmuth,  Juchgasse  14,  Vienna  III,  Aus¬ 
tria;  $44.00  In  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States;  Kurt  As  both,  Sauraugasse  2,  Vienna 
XIII,  Austria;  $5.26  In  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States;  Karl  Bittner,  Sedlltzkygasse 
18/2,  Vienna  XI,  Austria;  $4.61  In  the  Treas¬ 
ury  of  the  United  States;  Ludwig  Krenn, 
Relndorf gasse  42.  Vienna  XV,  Austria;  $0.54 
In  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States;  Stef- 
anle  Kurzer,  Lerchenfelderstrasse  21,  Vienna 
VII,  Austria;  $4.52  In  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States;  Karl  Lorens,  Spelslngerstrasse 
113  c/1,  Vienna  xm,  Austria;  $3.10  In  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States;  Rudolf  Oes- 
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terreicher,  Siebensterngaase  31/7,  Vienna  VII, 
Austria;  $0.60  In  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States;  Gottfried  Indra,  Mahlerstrasse  11,  Vi¬ 
enna  I,  Austria;  $6.20  In  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States;  Anton  Profes,  Forma  nek  gasae 
4,  Vienna  XIX,  Austria;  $7.82  In  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States;  Viktor  Hruby,  Gum- 
pendorferstr.  26,  Vienna  VI,  Austria;  $8.23  in 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States;  Johann 
(a/k/a  Hans)  Lang,  Leschetitzkygasse  23, 
Vienna  XVIII,  Austria;  $0.73  In  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States;  Josef  Hadraba,  Johann 
Straussgasse  30.  Vienna  TV,  Austria;  $4.83  In 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States;  Karl 
Robltschek  and  Hedwlg  Robltschek,  succes¬ 
sors  of  Adolf  Robltschek,  deceased,  Braeuner- 
strasse  2,  Vienna  I,  Austria;  $3.62  In  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States;  Karollne 
Marischka,  successor  of  Ernst  Marlschka,  de¬ 
ceased  Blechturmgasse  10,  Vienna  IV,  Aus¬ 
tria;  $4.61  In  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States;  Austro-Mechana,  Vienna  III,  Austria, 
Claim  No.  41887  $26.94  In  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  for  the  benefit  of  members  of 
Austro-Mechana  as  follows: 


Name  Amount 

Heinrich  Bert* - $0.83 

Alexander  Blczo _  1.00 

Felix  Doermann _  0. 71 

Austin  Egen -  0.  28 

Willy  Engelberger -  0.  01 

Karl  Parkas _  0.04 

Karl  Feeder  1 _  1.67 

H.  Prank  Jr _  0. 04 

Hans  Haller . 0.02 

Bruno  Hardt-Warden _  0.02 

Josef  Hochlelthner _  0.01 

Franz  Hohenberger _  0.  54 

Alexander  Hornig _ _ _  1.  00 

Josef  Hornig _  1.00 

Peter  Igelhoff _  0.01 

Max  Kalbeck _ _  0.03 

Alol6  Klampferer-Bckhardt _ _  0. 11 

Karl  Komzak _  2.61 

Michael  Krausz-Krausenecker _  0. 02 

Dr.  Mahler _  0. 10 

Joseph  Messner _  0. 01 

Hans  Pfltzner _ _ 2.  59 

Hans  Pflanzer _ _ _ 0.  29 

Aldo  v.  Plnelll _  2.  76 

Fred  Raymond _  0. 03 

Edition  Seal  a _  0. 85 

Rudolf  Sleczlnsky _  2. 39 

E.  W.  Spahn _ 0.01 

Johann  Strauss  (Erben) _ 4.34 

J.  F.  Wagner _ _ 1. 81 

Moritz  West _  1. 37 

Hugo  Wiener _  0.  01 

Wiener  Musikverlag _ _  0. 03 

Ferdinand  Lelcht _  1.00 


Executed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
June  23,  1965. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Anthony  L.  Mondello, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 
[FR.  Doc.  65-6754;  Filed,  June  28.  1965; 
8:45  a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

[Bureau  Order  666,  Arndt.  11] 

CONTRACTING  OFFICERS  AND 
AUTHORIZED  REPRESENTATIVES 

Delegation 

June  23,  1965. 

Order  566,  as  amended.  Is  further 
amended  by  the  revision  of  sec.  2  to  read 

as  follows: 


Sec.  2.  Delegation  of  Contracting  Of¬ 
ficers  and  Contracting  Officers’  author¬ 
ized  representatives — (a)  Contracting 
Officers.  •  •  • 

(1)  Headquarters  Office  Officials.  •  ♦  • 

(f)  Chief,  Field  Technical  Office, 
Branch  of  Plant  Management,  Littleton, 
Colo. 

(g)  Chief,  Contract  Management  Sec¬ 
tion,  Field  Technical  Office,  Branch  of 
Plant  Management,  Littleton,  Colo. 

(h)  Engineering  Adviser,  Division  of 
Administration. 

*  •  *  •  • 

(b)  Contracting  Officers’  authorized 
representatives.  •  •  * 

(I)  Headquarters  Office  Officials,  (a) 
Assistant  Chief,  Branch  of  Plant  Design 
and  Construction.1 

(b)  Chief,  Contract  Staff.1 

(c)  Chief,  Architectural  Section.1 

(d)  Chief  Operations  Section.1 

(e)  Chief,  Engineering  Section.1 

(f)  Chief,  Contract  Construction 
Management  Unit.1 

(g)  Chief,  Civil  Engineering  Unit.1 

(h)  Chief,  Electrical  Engineering 
Unit.1 

(i)  Chief,  Mechanical  Engineering 
Unit.1 

( J )  Chief,  Sanitary  Engineering  Unit.1 

(k)  Chief,  Contract  Management  Sec¬ 
tion.’ 

(l)  Engineering  Adviser,  Division  of 
Administration. 

•  •  •  •  • 

John  O.  Crow, 

Deputy  Commissioner. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6791;  FUed.  June  28,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 


Geological  Survey 

[Idaho  20] 

IDAHO 

Phosphate  and  Nonphosphate  Land 
Classification  Order 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  65-5391,  appearing  in  the 
issue  for  Saturday,  May  22, 1965,  at  page 
6948,  under  Reclassified  phosphate  lands 
from  nonphosphate  lands,  line  10  of  “T. 
44  N.,  R.  44  E.”  should  read  “Sec.  25, 

swtt.sw&SEVi;”. 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

COMMISSIONER  OF  FISH  AND 
WILDLIFE 

Departmental  Manual;  Delegation  of 
Authority 

The  delegations  of  authority  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  May  27,  1965 


1  Located  in  the  Branch  of  Plant  Design 
and  Construction,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex. 

'Located  In  the  Field  Technical  Office, 
Branch  of  Plant  Management,  Littleton, 

Colo. 


(30  FJt.  7116) ,  and  on  June  4,  1965  (30 
F.R.  7402) ,  are  further  amended  by  the 
addition  of  210  DM  1.6  as  set  forth  below. 
The  material  is  a  portion  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  Manual  and  the  numbering  system 
is  that  of  the  Manual. 

Part  210 — Office  of  the  Secretary 
chapter  1 — Secretarial  Officers 

210.1.6  The  Commissioner  of  Fish 
and  Wildlife.  The  Commissioner  of  Fish 
and  Wildlife,  in  addition  to  the  functions 
he  performs  under  his  designation  as 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Fish  and 
Wildlife  and  Parks,  is  the  principal  line 
assistant  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Fish  and  Wildlife  and  Parks.  In  that 
capacity  he  is  authorized  to  exercise  the 
authority  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  ex¬ 
cept  for  the  limitations  contained  in  200 
DM  1.4  and  1.5.  The  purpose  of  this 
delegation  of  authority  is  to  provide  ma¬ 
terial  assistance  to  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  in  international  fish  and  wildlife 
conferences;  in  the  development,  promo¬ 
tion,  and  conservation  of  commercial 
fisheries;  and  activities  related  to  sport 
fisheries  and  wildlife,  and  national  park 
areas. 

A.  The  Commissioner  may  not  redele¬ 
gate  this  authority. 

Stewart  L.  Udall, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

June  17. 1965. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6780;  Plied,  June  28,  1965; 

8:47  ajn.J 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-58] 

OKLAHOMA  STATE  UNIVERSITY 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Completion 
Date 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  has  issued  an  order 
extending  to  September  1,  1965,  the 
latest  completion  date  specified  in  Con¬ 
struction  Permit  No.  CPRR-85  which  au¬ 
thorizes  Oklahoma  State  University  to 
move  its  Model  AGN-201,  Serial  No.  102 
nuclear  reactor  from  Its  location  in  the 
Chemical  Engineering  Building  to  the 
new  engineering  building  on  the  Uni¬ 
versity’s  campus  in  Stillwater,  Okla. 

Copies  of  the  Commission’s  order  and 
the  application  filed  by  Oklahoma  State 
University  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  22d  day 
of  June  1965. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

E.  G.  Case, 
Acting  Director, 
Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6755;  FUed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.[ 


8282 


NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 
WEST  ALABAMA  STOCK  YARDS,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Changes  in  Names  of  Posted  Stockyards 

It  has  been  ascertained,  and  notice  is  hereby  given,  that  the  names  of  the  live¬ 
stock  markets  referred  to  herein,  which  were  posted  on  the  respective  dates  specified 
below  as  being  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  1921,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  181  et  seq.) ,  have  been  changed  as  indicated  below. 

Alabama 

Original  name  of  stockyard,  location,  and  Current  name  of  stockyard  and 

date  of  posting  date  of  change  in  name 

West  Alabama  Stock  Yards,  Inc.,  Eutaw,  May  West  Alabama  Stockyards,  May  1, 1965. 

19, 1959. 

Arizona 


Yuma  Livestock  Auction,  Inc.,  Yuma,  Oct.  14,  Yuma  Livestock  Exchange,  Feb.  8, 1965. 
1957. 


Arkansas 


Rector  Auction  Sale  Barn,  Rector,  Aug.  17,  Rector  Auction  Sale  Barn,  Inc.,  Feb.  15, 
1957.  1965. 

Illinois 


Brown  County  Sales  Association,  Mt.  Ster-  Brown  County  Sales  Association,  June  24, 
ling,  Aug.  10, 1961.  1964. 

Olney  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  Inc.,  Olney,  Olney  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  May  10, 
Nov.  20, 1959.  1965. 

Iowa 

Albla  Sales  Co.,  Albia,  Apr.  28,  1941 _  Albia  Sales  Co.,  Inc.,  Dec.  31. 1964. 

Laurens  Auction,  Inc.,  Laurens,  May  26,  1959 _ Reed  Auction  Co.,  May  13, 1965. 

Kansas 

Fred  Doll  Livestock  Sales  Co.,  Lamed,  Apr.  26,  Lamed  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  Jan.  25, 
1950.  1965. 

Ness  Livestock,  Inc.,  Ness  City,  Apr.  17,  1960 _ Ness  City  Livestock  Commission  Co., 

May  19,  1965. 


Minnesota 


Southern  Minnesota  Livestock  Co.,  Lafayette,  Lafayette  Livestock  Yards,  Mar.  8,  1965. 

Oct.  6, 1959. 

Le  Sueur  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  Inc.,  Le  Le  Sueur  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  Jan.  2, 
Sueur,  Oct.  17, 1959.  1965. 

Lewiston  Sales  Bam,  Lewiston,  Apr.  25,  1960 _ Lewiston  Livestock  Market,  Apr.  1,  1965. 

Nebraska 

Baxter- Johnson  Livestock  Auction  Co.,  Hast-  Hastings  Livestock  Market  Center,  Jan.  1, 
ings.  May  22, 1959.  1965. 

New  York 

Farmers  Livestock  Market,  Bath,  Aug.  30,  1960__  Steuben  County  Livestock  Market,  Mar.  23, 

1965. 

Steuben  County  Livestock  Market,  Palmyra,  N.  Johncox  Sons,  Mar.  19, 1965. 

Aug.  1, 1960. 

Ohio 

Western  Ohio  Livestock  Exchange,  Inc.,  Cellna,  Western  Ohio  Livestock  Exchange,  Mar.  6, 
June  10, 1959.  1965. 


Pennsylvania 

Danville  Livestock  Market,  Inc.,  Danville,  Montour  Farmers  Livestock  Market,  Inc., 
Nov.  23, 1959.  Apr.  30, 1965. 


Tennessee 

Shelbyvllle  Livestock  Auction  Market,  Shelby-  Shelbyvllle  Stockyards,  Apr.  5, 1965. 
vllle,  May  8. 1959. 


Virginia 

Suffolk  Livestock  Market,  Suffolk,  Aug.  7, 1961 _ Jarman  Stockyard,  Feb.  22, 1965. 

Wisconsin 

Nerlson  Livestock  Sales,  Coon  Valley,  Oct.  27,  Equity  Cooperative  Livestock  Sales  Asso- 
1960.  elation.  May  5, 1965. 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
COLORADO 


Designation  and  Extension  of  Areas 
for  Emergency  Loans 

For  the  purpose  of  making  emergency 
loans  pursuant  to  section  321  of  the  Con¬ 
solidated  Farmers  Home  Administration 
Act  of  1961  (7  U.S.C.  1961),  It  has  been 
determined  that  In  the  hereinafter- 
named  county  in  the  State  of  Colorado 
natural  disasters  have  caused  a  need  for 
agricultural  credit  not  readily  available 
from  commercial  banks,  cooperative 
lending  agencies,  or  other  responsible 
sources. 

Colorado 


Sedgwick. 


It  has  also  been  determined  that  in  the 
hereinafter-named  counties  in  the  State 
of  Colorado  the  above-mentioned  nat¬ 
ural  disasters  have  caused  a  continuing 
need  for  agricultural  credit  not  readily 
available  from  commercial  banks,  coop¬ 
erative  lending  agencies,  or  other  re¬ 
sponsible  sources. 

Previous 

Colorado  designation 


Adams _ 

Arapahoe  ... 

Baca  _ 

Bent  _ 

Boulder  _ 

Cheyenne  ._ 

Crowley _ 

Custer _ 

Douglas _ 

Elbert _ 

El  Paso _ 

Huerfano  __ 

Jefferson _ 

Kiowa _ 

Kit  Carson. 

Larimer _ 

Las  Animas. 
Lincoln  .... 

Logan _ 

Morgan 

Otero  _ 

Prowers _ 

Pueblo _ 

Washington 
Weld  . . 


29  Fit.  9544 
29  FH.  9544 
29  FH.  7784 
29  FH.  9544 
29  FH.  7784 
29  FH.  9544 
29  F.R.  9544 
29  F.R.  9544 
29  FH.  9544 
29  FH.  9544 
29  FH.  9544 
29  FH.  9544 
29  FH.  9544 
29  FH.  9544 
29  F.R.  9544 
29  F.R.  7784 
29  FH.  9544 
29  FH.  9544 
29  FH.  11282 
29  FH.  15876 
29  FH.  9544 
29  FH.  9544  . 
29  F.R.  9544 
29  F.R.  15876 
29  FH.  7784 


Pursuant  to  the  authority  set  forth 
above,  emergency  loans  will  not  be  made 
in  the  above-named  Colorado  counties 
after  December  31,  1966,  except  to  appli¬ 
cants  who  previously  received  emergency 
or  special  livestock  loan  assistance  and 
who  can  qualify  under  established  poli¬ 
cies  and  procedures. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  24th 
day  of  June  1965. 

Orville  L.  Freeman. 

Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  65-6808;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.j 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 


Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  23d  day  of  June  1965. 


K.  A.  Potter, 

Acting  Chief,  Rates  and  Registrations  Branch, 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Division,  Consumer  and  Marketing  Service. 


[FH.  Doc.  65-6806;  Filed,  June  28, 1965;  8:49  a.m.] 


PODIATRIST 

Notice  of  Adjustment  of  Minimum 
Rates  and  Rate  Ranges 

1.  Under  authority  of  section  504  of 
the  Federal  Salary  Reform  Act  of  1962, 


Tuesday,  June  29,  1965 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 
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as  amended,  and  Executive  Order  11073, 
the  Civil  Service  Commission  has  in¬ 
creased  the  minimum  salary  rates  and 


2.  Geographic  coverage  is  the  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  Metropolitan  Area. 

3.  The  effective  date  will  be  the  first 
day  of  the  first  pay  period  beginning  on 
or  after  June  18, 1965. 

4.  All  new  employees  in  the  specified 
occupational  levels  will  be  hired  at  the 
new  minimum  rates. 

5.  As  of  the  effective  date,  all  agencies 
will  process  a  pay  adjustment  to  in¬ 
crease  the  pay  of  employees  on  the  rolls 
in  the  affected  occupational  levels.  An 
employee  who  immediately  prior  to  the 
effective  date  was  receiving  basic  com¬ 
pensation  at  one  of  the  rates  of  the 
statutory  rate  range  shall  receive  com¬ 
pensation  at  the  corresponding  num¬ 
bered  rate  authorized  by  this  notice  on 
and  after  such  date. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[Pit  Doc.  65-6839:  Filed.  June  28,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.| 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION.  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
ENJAY  LABORATORIES 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additive  Zinc  Dibutyl  Dithiocarba- 
mate 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  Ufl.C. 
348(b)(5)),  notice  is  given  that  a  peti¬ 
tion  (FAP  5B1642)  has  been  filed  by 
Enjay  Laboratories,  Post  Office  Box  45, 
Linden,  N.J.,  proposing  an  amendment  to 
5  121.2566  Antioxidants  and/or  stabi¬ 
lizers  for  polymers  to  provide  for  the  safe 
use  of  zinc  dibutyl  dithiocarbamate  as  a 
stabilizer  in  isobutylene-lsoprene  copoly¬ 
mers  complying  with  9  121.2590  at  a  level 
not  to  exceed  0.2  percent  by  weight  of 
the  isobutylene-isoprene  copolymers 
limited  to  use  in  contact  with  foods  only 
of  the  types  identified  in  9  121.2526(c) , 
Table  1 ,  under  types  V,  VH,  vm,  and  IX. 

Dated:  June  21, 1965.  • 

Malcolm  R.  Stephens, 
Assistant  Commissioner 
for  Regulations. 

|PR.  Doc.  65-6788;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.]  ( 

No.  124 - 6 


the  rate  ranges  for  positions  of  Podia¬ 
trist,  GS-668-9,  10,  and  11.  The  revised 
rates  for  these  occupational  levels  are: 


E.  I.  DU  PONT  DE  NEMOURS  &  CO., 
INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Regarding 
Pesticide  Diuron 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
408(d)(1),  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.S.C.  346a 
(d)(1)),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(PP  5F0432)  has  been  filed  by  E.  I.  du 
Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Wilmington, 
Del.,  19898,  proposing  the  establishment 
of  tolerances  for  residues  of  the  herbicide 
diuron  in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural 
commodities  named: 

7  parts  per  million  In  or  on  asparagus. 

2  parts  per  million  In  or  on  barley  hay, 
forage,  and  straw;  clover  hay  and  forage; 
oat  hay,  forage,  and  straw;  pea  hay  and 
forage;  rye  hay,  forage,  and  straw; 
sorghum  fodder  and  forage;  and  vetch  hay 
and  forage. 

1  part  per  million  In  or  on  apples,  artichokes, 
barley  grain,  blackberries,  blueberries, 
boysenberrles,  currants,  dewberries,  goose¬ 
berries,  huckleberries,  loganberries,  oat 
grain,  olives,  pears,  peas,  raspberries,  rye 
grain,  sorghum  grain,  vetch  seed;  and  In 
meat,  fat,  and  meat  byproducts  of  cattle, 
goats,  hogs,  horses,  and  sheep. 

The  analytical  procedure  proposed  in 
the  petition  is  that  of  Pease  (Journal  of 
Agricultural  and  Food  Chemistry,  vol. 
10,  p.  279  (1962))  based  on  the  colori¬ 
metric  method  of  Bleldner  et  al.  (Jour¬ 
nal  of  Agricultural  and  Food  Chemistry, 
vol.  2,  p.  476  (1954) )  for  monuron  with 
modification  for  diuron,  and  using  the 
chromatographic  separation  technique 
of  Bleidner  (ibid.,  p.  682) . 

Dated:  June  23, 1965. 

Malcolm  R.  Stephens, 
Assistant  Commissioner 
for  Regulations. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6799;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[OE  Docket  No.  65-CE-13] 

MOTOROLA  COMMUNICATIONS  AND 
ELECTRONICS 

Notice  of  Petition  for  Review 

The  Agency’s  Central  Regional  Office 
issued  the  following  determination  of 
no  hazard  to  air  navigation  (Aeronautical 
Study  No.  CE-OE-7620)  in  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  on  May  18. 1965 : 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  con¬ 
ducted  an  aeronautical  study  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  9  77.19,  Federal  Aviation  Reg¬ 
ulations,  to  determine  what  effect  the 


following  described  construction  would 
have  upon  the  safe  and  efficient  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  navigable  airspace. 

Motorola  Communications  &  Elec¬ 
tronics  proposes  to  construct  a  micro- 
wave  tower  near  Pontiac,  Mich.,  at  lati¬ 
tude  42842'07'\  longitude  83°14'35". 
The  overall  height  of  the  structure  would 
be  1,248  feet  above  mean  sea  level  (300 
feet  above  ground) . 

The  proposed  structure  would  be  lo¬ 
cated  1.3  miles  south/southeast  of  Allen 
Airport.  It  would  exceed  the  standards 
for  determining  obstructions  to  air  navi¬ 
gation  in  9  77.23(a)(5)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (200  feet  above 
ground  on  a  segment  of  VOR  Federal 
Airway  V-42  and  V-42E) . 

The  aeronautical  study  disclosed  other 
structures  of  greater  height  are  the  con¬ 
trolling  obstructions  on  this  airway  seg¬ 
ment.  - 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  it  is  found  that  the 
structure  would  have  no  substantial  ad¬ 
verse  effect  upon  the  safe  and  efficient 
utilization  of  navigable  airspace  and  it 
is  hereby  determined  that  the  structure 
would  not  be  a  hazard  to  air  navigation 
provided  the  structure  is  obstruction 
marked  and  lighted  in  accordance  with 
FAA  standards. 

This  determination  is  effective  and  will 
become  final  30  days  after  the  date  of 
issuance  unless  an  appeal  is  filed.  If 
the  appeal  is  denied,  the  determination 
will  then  become  final  as  of  the  date  of 
denial  or  30  days  after  the  issuance  of 
the  determination,  whichever  is  later. 
Unless  otherwise  revised  or  terminated, 
a  final  determination  hereunder  will  ex¬ 
pire  on  November  18, 1966,  or  upon  earlier 
abandonment  of  the  construction  pro¬ 
posal. 

Notice  to  this  office  is  required  within 
5  days  after  the  construction  reaches 
its  greatest  height. 

Mr.  James  D.  Ramsey,  Director  of  the 
Michigan  Department  of  Aeronautics, 
Capitol  City  Airport,  Lansing,  Mich.,  and 
Mr.  J.  C.  Austin.  Vice  Chairman  of  the 
Oakland  County  Board  of  Auditors,  Pon¬ 
tiac,  Mich.,  have  petitioned  for  a  review 
pursuant  to  9  77.37  (30  F.R.  1837) ,  Part 
77,  Federal  Aviation  Regulations,  in  ap¬ 
peal  of  the  above  determination.  There¬ 
fore,  the  determination  issued  by  the 
Agency’s  Central  Regional  Office  in  Aero¬ 
nautical  Study  No.  CE-OE-7620  is  not 
and  will  not  be  a  final  determination 
pending  final  disposition  of  the  petition. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C„  on  June 
22,  1965. 

Joseph  Vivari, 
Acting  Chief, 

Obstruction  Evaluation  Branch. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6771;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:47  ajn.] 


[OE  Docket  No.  65-EA-9 ] 

TRIANGLE  PUBLICATIONS,  INC. 

Notice  of  Petition  for  Review 

The  Agency’s  Eastern  Regional  Office 
issued  the  following  determination  of 


Per  Annum  Rates 

Grade  123456789  10 

GS-9 _ $8,690  $8,935  $9,180  $9,425  $9,670  $9,915  $10,160  $10,405  $10,650  $10,895 

GS-10 _  9.520  9,790  10,060  10,330  10,600  10,870  11,140  11,410  11,680  11,950 

GS-11 _  10,420  10,716  11,010  11,305  11,600  11,895  12,190  12,485  12,780  13,075 
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NOTICES 


hazard  to  air  navigation  (Aeronautical 
Study  No.  EA-OE-6243)  in  New  York, 
N.Y.,  on  May  13,  1965: 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  cir¬ 
cularized  the  following  construction  pro¬ 
posal  for  aeronautical  comment  and  has 
conducted  a  study  to  determine  its  effect 
upon  the  safe  and  efficient  utilization  of 
navigable  airspace.  _ 

Triangle  Publications,  Inc.  (WNHC- 
TV)  proposes  to  construct  a  television 
antenna  tower  near  Millbrook,  Conn.,  at 
latitude  41°25'13"  N„  longitude  72e57' 
16”  W.  The  tower  would  be  1,549  feet 
above  mean  sea  level  (829  feet  above 
ground) . 

The  proposed  tower  would  be  2.5  miles 
southeast  of  the  Bethany  Airport  and 
5  miles  northwest  of  the  centerline  of 
Federal  Airway  V167.  It  will  exceed  the 
500-foot  above  ground  standard  in 
§  77.23(a)  (1),  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  (revised  May  1,  1965).  Addition¬ 
ally,  it  would  require  an  increase  in  the 
minimum  obstruction  clearance  altitude 
of  Federal  Airway  V167  between  Wall¬ 
ingford  and  Sound  Intersections  from 
1,800  to  2,000  feet.  The  proposed  tower 
would  not  require  increase  in  the  mini¬ 
mum  en  route  altitude  of  any  airway. 

Objections  to  the  proposal  were  based 
primarily  on  the  adverse  effect  the  tower 
would  have  on  Bethany  Airport  opera¬ 
tions  and  on  VFR  en  route  traffic.  Ob¬ 
jections  were  also  made  based  on  the 
conclusion  that  the  proposed  tower 
would  require  an  increase  in  minimum 
obstruction  clearance  altitude  and/or 
the  minimum  en  route  altitude  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Airways  V3,  V251  and  V167.  The 
study  disclosed  that  the  proposed  tower 
would  have  no  adverse  effect  on  these 
airways. 

The  study  disclosed  no  evidence  that 
a  substantial  volume  of  VFR  en  route 
traffic  operates  at  low  altitudes  in  prox¬ 
imity  to  the  site  of  the  proposed  tower. 

The  study  further  disclosed  that  the 
proposed  tower  would  have  no  substan¬ 
tial  adverse  effect  on  VFR  en  route 
traffic  nor  on  instrument  flight  rules 
operations,  procedures,  or  minimum 
flight  altitudes. 

Bethany  Airport  has  one  runway, 
aligned  north/south  (02-20),  2,400  feet 
in  length.  Traffic  patterns  for  conven¬ 
tional  aircraft  are  standard  left  and 
flown  at  800  feet  above  the  airport  ele¬ 
vation  (1,500  feet  above  mean  sea  level). 
Gliders  fly  a  right  traffic  pattern  at  600 
feet.  Entry  into  the  traffic  pattern  by 
conventional  aircraft  is  flown  at  1,500 
feet  above  mean  sea  level  on  a  course 
which  intersects  the  downwind  leg  at 
a  45  degree  angle.  The  proposed  tower 
would  be  located  on  the  approximate 
course  flown  to  enter  the  pattern  for 
landing  to  the  south  and  would  be  ap¬ 
proximately  49  feet  higher  than  the  alti¬ 
tude  of  the  aircraft.  The  proposed 
tower  would  be  located  within  the  stu¬ 
dent  training  area  which  serves  the  air¬ 
port  and  within  which  aircraft  operate 
as  low  at  500  feet  above  ground. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency’s  cur¬ 
rent  Airport  Facilities  Record  for  Beth¬ 
any  Airport  indicates  there  are  23  based 
aircraft  and  that  aeronautical  activity 


includes  charter,  rentals,  glider  towing, 
and  flight  instruction. 

Based  upon  the  aeronautical  study,  it 
is  the  finding  of  the  Agency  that  the 
proposed  structure  would  have  a  sub¬ 
stantial  adverse  effect  on  aircraft  op¬ 
erating  at  the  Bethany  Airport  and 
would  be  detrimental  to  the  safety  of 
such  aircraft. 

Subsequent  to  discussion  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  at  an  airspace  meeting  on  De¬ 
cember  15,  1964,  the  proponent  sub¬ 
mitted  evidence  that  he  has  obtained 
an  option  to  purchase  the  lease  on  the 
airport  property.  Further,  he  has  stated 
he  will  exercise  such  option  and  use  the 
property  for  other  than  airport  purposes 
if  the  effect  on  the  airport  activity  is 
the  single  basis  in  the  Agency’s  deter¬ 
mination  in  this  case.  On  this  basis,  the 
proponent  has  requested  the  Agency  is¬ 
sue  a  Determination  of  No  Hazard  on 
the  condition  that  the  airport  will  be 
closed.  The  Agency  has  considered  this 
evidence.  However,  it  has  decided  that 
because  of  its  direction  under  section 
305  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  UJS.C.  1346,  to  encourage  and  foster 
the  development  of  civil  aeronautics  and 
air  commerce,  it  cannot  issue  a  decision 
which  is  conditioned  upon  the  closure 
of  an  airport.  To  do  so  would  be  to  give 
impetus  to  an  action  which  is  clearly 
contrary  to  the  Agency’s  responsibility. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  it  is  found  that  the 
proposed  structure  would  have  a  sub¬ 
stantial  adverse  effect  upon  the  safe  and 
efficient  utilization  of  navigable  airspace; 
and,  it  is  hereby  determined  that  the 
proposed  structure  would  be  a  hazard 
to  air  navigation. 

This  determination  is  effective  and  will 
become  final  30  days  after  the  date  of 
issuance  unless  an  appeal  is  filed.  If 
the  appeal  is  denied,  the  determination 
will  then  become  final  as  of  the  date  of 
the  denial  or  30  days  after  the  issuance 
of  the  determination,  whichever  is  later. 

Triangle  Publications,  Inc.,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.  (licensee  of  WNHC-TV  Chan¬ 
nel  8,  New  Haven,  Conn.) ,  has  petitioned 
for  a  review  pursuant  to  S  77.37  (30  FR. 
1837) ,  Part  77,  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions,  in  appeal  of  the  above  determina¬ 
tion.  Therefore,  the  determination  Is¬ 
sued  by  the  Agency’s  Eastern  Regional 
Office  in  Aeronautical  Study  No.  EA- 
OE-6243  is  not  and  will  not  be  a  final 
determination  pending  final  disposition 
of  the  petition. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
18, 1965. 

Joseph  Vivari, 

Acting  Chief, 

Obstruction  Evaluation  Branch. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-0772;  Filed,  June  28.  1965; 

8:47  am.} 

[OE  Docket  No.  65-80-8] 

ALFONSO  VALDES 

Notice  of  Petition  for  Review 

The  Agency’s  Southern  Regional  Of¬ 
fice  Issued  the  following  determination 
of  hazard  to  air  navigation  (Aeronauti¬ 


cal  Study  No.  SO-OE-5533)  in  East 
Point,  Ga.,  on  May  28, 1965: 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  cir¬ 
cularized  and  studied  the  following  pro¬ 
posal  to  determine  the  effect  on  the  use 
of  navigable  airspace. 

Mr.  Alfonso  Valdes  proposes  an  office 
building  in  Santurce,  PR.,  at  18°24'32”, 
66°03'26”,  250  feet  AGL,  300  feet  AMSL. 

The  proposed  structure  would  be  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  San  Juan  control  zone,  ap¬ 
proximately  22,350  feet  SW  of  the  Puerto 
Rico  International  Airport  reference 
point,  and  would  exceed  5  77.23(a)(5) 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  be¬ 
cause  it  would  extend  more  than  200  feet 
above  ground.  Also,  the  proposed  struc¬ 
ture  would  be  located  in  the  final  ap¬ 
proach  area  for  the  standard  instrument 
approach  procedure  AL-784-VOR-RWY 
7  to  the  International  Airport  and  would 
increase  the  landing  minimums  from  500 
to  600  feet,  thus  violating  5  77.23(a)  (4). 

The  aeronautical  study  disclosed  that 
the  prevailing  winds  are  from  the  E  mak¬ 
ing  it  necessary  for  approaching  aircraft 
to  conduct  instrument  approaches  from 
the  W.  The  VOR  approach  to  Runway 
7  is  the  primary  procedure  since  it  per¬ 
mits  the  lowest  landing  minimums  from 
the  W.  According  to  Agency  records 
there  were  1,079  Instrument  approaches 
to  the  airport  In  1964.  Approximately 
95  percent  of  these  approaches  were 
made  from  the  W  using  the  VOR  proce¬ 
dure. 

During  the  aeronautical  study  the  pro¬ 
ponent  amended  the  height  of  his  pro¬ 
posed  structure  to  280  feet  above  mean 
sea  level.  Since  258  feet  above  mean 
sea  level  is  the  maximum  height  permis¬ 
sible  at  this  site  without  affecting  the 
landing  minimums,  the  amendment  did 
not  mitigate  the  adverse  effects  found  in 
the  study. 

The  proposed  structure,  as  originally 
submitted  and  amended,  would  have  a 
substantial  adverse  effect  upon  the  safe 
and  efficient  utilization  of  navigable  air¬ 
space.  Therefore,  in  accordance  with 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations,  Part  77,  it 
is  determined  that  the  proposed  struc¬ 
ture  would  be  a  hazard  to  air  navigation. 

This  determination  will  become  final 
30  days  after  the  date  of  issuance  unless 
a  petition  for  review  is  filed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  5  77.37.  If  the  petition  is  de¬ 
nied  the  determination  becomes  final  on 
the  date  of  the  denial  or  30  days  after  the 
issuance  of  the  determination,  whichever 
is  later. 

Mr.  Alfonso  Valdes,  San  Juan,  P.R., 
has  petitioned  for  a  review  pursuant  to 
5  77.37  (30  FR.  1837),  Part  77,  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations,  in  appeal  of  the 
above  determination.  Therefore,  the  de¬ 
termination  issued  by  the  Agency’s 
Southern  Regional  Office  in  Aeronautical 
Study  No.  SO-OE-5533  is  not  and  will 
not  be  a  final  determination  pending 
final  disposition  of  the  petition. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
18,  1965. 

Joseph  Vivari, 
Acting  Chief, 

Obstruction  Evaluation  Branch. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6778;  Piled,  June  28,  1965; 

8:47  am.] 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  14293;  FOC  65M-8221 

downriver  broadcasting  assn. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

in  re  application  of  Robert  O.  Groth, 
Eugene  A.  Robinson  and  Rev.  Lawrence 
Kenneth  Zank,  doing  business  as  the 
Downriver  Broadcasting  Association, 
Napoleon,  Ohio,  Docket  No.  14293,  Pile 
No.  BP-15412;  for  construction  permit. 

At  the  further  prehearing  conference 
held  June  23, 1965,  it  was  agreed  that  the 
time  schedule  previously  approved  by  the 
Hearing  Examiner  In  an  order  released 
April  14, 1965,  could  not  be  met,  and  that 
the  following  time  schedule  would  here¬ 
after  be  followed; 

a.  Applicant  will  exchange  draft  of 
engineering  material  and  exhibits  on  or 
before  close  of  business  on  July  7,  1965. 

b.  An  informal  conference  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Broadcast  Bureau 
engineer  will  be  held  on  or  before  the 
close  of  business  on  July  16,  1965. 

c.  The  applicant  will  exchange  with 
all  parties  the  final  draft  of  all  engineer¬ 
ing  exhibits  which  applicant  will  offer  In 
evidence  on  or  before  the  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  on  Friday,  July  23,  1965. 

d.  The  evidentiary  hearing  now  sched¬ 
uled  for  June  28,  1965,  is  rescheduled  to 
begin  on  Wednesday,  July  28,  1965. 

It  is  so  ordered,  This  the  23d  day  of 
June  1965. 

Released:  June  24,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-6801;  Filed,  June  28.  1965; 
8:49  a.m  ) 


[Docket  Noe.  15876, 15876;  FCC  66M-821] 

ERWAY  TELEVISION  CORP.  AND 
CHESAPEAKE  ENGINEERING 
PLACEMENT  SERVICE,  INC. 

Order  Regarding  Procedural  Dates 

In  re  applications  of  Erway  Televi¬ 
sion  Corp.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  Docket  No. 
15875,  File  No.  BPCT-3058;  Chesapeake 
Engineering  Placement  Service,  Inc., 
Baltimore,  Md.,  Docket  No.  15876,  File 
No.  BPCT-3479;  for  construction  per¬ 
mit  for  new  television  broadcast  station 
(Channel  72). 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  the  Supplement  No.  1  to 
Fourth  Report  and  Order  In  Docket  No. 
14229,  released  by  the  Commission  on 
June  18,  1965; 

It  appearing,  that  the  said  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  1  stays  further  proceeding  In 
this  and  other  hearings  until  the  appli¬ 
cants  give  notice  of  Intention  to  amend 
their  applications  on  or  before  July  6, 
1965; 

It  is  ordered,  This  23d  day  of  June  1965, 
that  all  presently  scheduled  procedural 
dates  are  set  aside;  and  that  further 


proceedings  herein  are  stayed  pending 
further  order  of  the  Hearing  Examiner. 

Released:  June  24,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6802;  FUed.  June  28,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  Noe.  15977, 15978;  FCC  65M-819] 

MORGAN  BROADCASTING  CO.  AND 
DICK  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC., 
OF  TENNESSEE 

Order  Scheduling  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  applications  of  Harry  J.  Morgan 
trading  as  Morgan  Broadcasting  Co., 
Knoxville,  Tenn.,  Docket  No.  15977,  File 
No.  BPH-4503;  Dick  Broadcasting  Co., 
Inc.,  of  Tennessee,  Knoxville,  Tenn., 
Docket  No.  15978,  File  No.  BPH-4650;  for 
construction  permits. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  “Petition  To  Change 
Hearing  Schedule"  filed  June  21,  1965, 
in  the  above-entitled  matter  by  Dick 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  of  Tennessee,  and 
It  appearing,  that  all  other  parties 
agree  to  the  request  and  that  good  cause 
for  granting  the  petition  has  been 
shown. 

It  is  ordered,  This  23d  day  of  June 
1965,  that  the  aforesaid  petition  is  grant¬ 
ed  and  that,  accordingly,  all  procedural 
dates  heretofore  scheduled  are  canceled, 
and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  in  lieu  of 
the  hearing  which  had  previously  been 
scheduled  for  July  7,  1965,  a  further 
prehearing  conference  will  be  held  on 
that  date  commencing  at  9  a.m.,  In  the 
Commission’s  offices  In  Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  June  24,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6808:  FUed,  June  28.  1965; 

8:49  am.] 


[Docket  Noe.  15981, 15982;  FCC  65M-820] 

RADIO  PHONE  COMMUNICATIONS, 
INC.,  AND  AMERICAN  RADIO¬ 
TELEPHONE  SERVICE,  INC. 

Order  Scheduling  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  Applications  of  Radio  Phone 
Communications,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  15981, 
File  No.  269-C2-P-64;  for  a  construction 
permit  to  establish  new  facilities  in  the 
Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio 
Service  at  Falls  Church,  Va.;  American 
Radio-Telephone  Service,  Inc.,  Docket 
No.  15982,  File  No.  1134-C2-P-64;  for  a 
construction  permit  to  modify  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  station  KGA248  In  the  Domestic 
Public  Land  Mobile  Radio  Service  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  motion  filed  on  June  22, 


1965,  by  American  Radio-Telephone 
Service,  Inc.,  requesting  that  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding,  presently  scheduled  for  June 
24,  1965,  be  continued  to  July  8,  1965, 
or  to  such  time  thereafter  as  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Examiner’s  schedule  will  permit;  and 
It  appearing,  that  the  principals  of  the 
applicants  have  reached  an  agreement, 
in  principle,  for  the  acquisition  by 
American  Radio-Telephone  Service,  Inc., 
of  a  60-percent  interest  In  Radio  Phone 
Communications,  Inc.,  and  more  time  is 
necessary  to  prepare  the  necessary  docu¬ 
ments,  and  no  useful  purpose  would  be 
served  by  holding  the  prehearing  confer¬ 
ence  as  presently  scheduled;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  all  other 
counsel  have  consented  to  an  immediate 
consideration  of  this  motion;  that  coun¬ 
sel  for  the  other  applicant  fully  supports 
the  motion;  and  that  counsel  for  the 
Common  Carrier  Bureau  has  given  his 
consent  to  a  2  weeks’  continuance  of  the 
prehearing  conference; 

It  is  ordered,  This  23d  day  of  June 
1965,  that  the  motion  for  continuance  of 
the  prehearing  conference  be  and  It  is 
hereby  granted ;  and  the  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  presently  scheduled  for  June  24, 
1965,  be  and  it  is  hereby  continued  to  July 
8,  1965,  at  10  a.m.,  in  Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  June  24, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

|PR.  Doc.  65-6804;  FUed,  June  28,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  1007, 1092,  and  1057] 

PACIFIC  COAST  EUROPEAN 
CONFERENCE  ET  AL. 

Dual  Rate  Contract  Provisions 

Dual  rate  contract  provisions  for  Pa¬ 
cific  Coast  European  Conference,  Latin 
America /Pacific  Coast  Steamship  Con¬ 
ference,  and  Pacific  Coast  River  Plate 
Brazil  Conference. 

Pursuant  to  the  direction  of  the  U.S. 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Ninth  Circuit 
in  Pacific  Coast  European  Conference  et 
al.  v.  Federal  Maritime  Commission  and 
United  States  of  America  iNos.  19,237 
19,238,  and  19,239,  Feb.  3,  1965),  and  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  (5  UB.C.  1003  et  seq.) ,  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  hereby  gives  notice 
that  it  intends  to  promulgate  the  fol¬ 
lowing  clauses  as  required  for  the  dual 
rate  contracts  of  the  three  conferences 
named  above.  The  Court  of  Appeals 
found  that  the  conferences  were  not 
given  notice,  as  required  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Procedure  Act,  of  the  subject 
matter  of  these  clauses,  and  this  notice 
is  intended  to  correct  that  deficiency. 
Interested  parties  may  submit  such  com¬ 
ments,  views,  or  arguments  in  regard  to 
the  clauses  as  they  desire,  by  submitting 
same  in  an  original  and  15  copies  within 
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twenty  (20)  days  of  the  date  of  publica 
tion  of  this  notice  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573. 

The  proposed  clauses  are: 

The  conference  shall  offer  to  the  shipper  a 
subscription  to  Its  tariffs  at  a  reasonably 
compensatory  price;  however,  the  shipper 
shall  be  bound  by  all  notices  accomplished 
as  aforesaid  without  regard  to  whether  It 
subscribes  to  the  conference  tariff.  Tariffs 
shall  be  open  to  the  shipper’s  Inspection  at 
the  conference  offices  and  at  each  of  the 
offices  of  the  carriers  during  regular  business 
hours. 

The  rates  Initially  applicable  under  this 
agreement  shall  be  deemed  to  have  become 
effective  with  their  original  effective  date 
through  filing  with  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  rather  than  to  have  become  ef¬ 
fective  with  the  signing  of  this  agreement 
and  notices  of  proposed  rate  Increases  which 
are  outstanding  at  the  time  this  contract 
becomes  effective  shall  run  from  the  date  of 
publication  In  the  tariff  rather  than  from 
the  date  of  this  agreement. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[Fja.  Doc.  65-6857;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:50  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  CP65-213— CP65-215] 

PACIFIC  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Order  Vacating  Order  Granting 
Reconsideration 

June  18, 1965. 

On  May  26,  1965,  Pacific  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Co.  (Pacific  Transmission)  filed 
a  motion  for  reconsideration  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  of  May  25,  1965,  in  which 
dates  were  fixed  for  the  distribution  of 
exhibits  and  testimony  and  for  the  set¬ 
ting  of  a  prehearing  conference  in  the 
above-styled  proceedings. 

On  June  1,  1965,  the  Commission 
granted  Pacific  Transmission’s  motion 
for  reconsideration.  The  Commission  by 
its  action  adopted  the  accelerated  time 
schedule  that  had  been  proposed  by  Pa¬ 
cific  Transmission  in  its  motion  for  re¬ 
consideration  with  the  hope  that  the 
final  determination  of  these  proceedings 
could  be  expedited. 

On  June  3,  1965,  and  June  7,  1965,  re¬ 
plies  in  opposition  to  the  motion  for  re¬ 
consideration  were  timely  filed  by  the 
Texas  Independent  Producers  and 
Royalty  Owners  Association,  Permian 
Basin  Petroleum  Association,  West  Cen¬ 
tral  Texas  Oil  and  Gas  Association,  the 
State  of  Texas,  Jade  Oil  and  Gas  Co. 
and  the  California  Gas  Producers 
Association. 

The  replies  filed  by  the  above-named 
intervening  parties  disclosed  that  the 
order  of  the  Commission  issued  on  June  1, 
1965,  which  adopted  the  accelerated 
schedule  proposed  by  Pacific  Transmis¬ 
sion,  was  not  appropriate.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  was  not  cognizant  of  the  extensive 
review  that  the  intervening  parties  in¬ 
tended  to  make  with  respect  to  Pacific 
Transmission’s  presentation  when  it 
adopted  Pacific  Transmission’s  proposal. 


The  Commission  will  therefore  vacate  its 
order  of  June  1,  1965,  and  substitute  the 
time  schedule  initially  set  forth  in  its 
order  of  May  25,  1965,  in  order  to  afford 
the  Intervening  parties  adequate  time  in 
which  to  prepare  any  presentation  they 
may  desire  to  make.  ' 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  order  issued  on  June  1,  1965, 
in  the  proceedings  entitled  Pacific  Gas 
Transmission  Co.  et  al.,  Docket  Nos. 
CP65-213,  et  al.,  is  vacated. 

(B)  A  prehearing  conference  be  con¬ 
vened  in  the  proceedings  entitled  Pacific 
Gas  Transmission  Company,  et  al., 
Docket  Nos.  CP65-213,  et  al.,  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  on  July  22,  1965,  at  10  a.m.,  e.d.s.t. 
The  Chief  Examiner  will  designate  an 
appropriate  officer  of  the  Commission  to 
preside  at  the  prehearing  conference  and 
at  the  formal  hearing  of  these  matters, 
pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure. 

(C)  Any  party  desiring  to  file  answer¬ 
ing  testimony  to  Pacific  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion  Co.’s  direct  presentation  shall  serve 
such  answering  testimony  upon  all  of 
the  parties  on  or  before  July  15,  1965. 

By  the  Commission.1 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  65-6776;  Filed,  June  28.  1968; 

8:47  &.m.j 


[Docket  Nos.  CI61-392,  etc.] 

FOREST  OIL  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Findings  and  Order  After  Statutory 
Hearing 

June  18, 1965. 

Each  of  the  Applicants  listed  herein 
has  filed  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  the  sale  and  delivery  of 
natural  gas  in  Interstate  commerce,  for 
permission  and  approval  to  abandon 
service,  or  a  petition  to  amend  an  exist¬ 
ing  certificate  authorization,  all  as  more 
fully  described  in  the  respective  appli¬ 
cations  and  petitions  (and  any  supple¬ 
ments  or  amendments  thereto)  which 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission. 

The  Applicants  herein  have  filed  re¬ 
lated  FPC  Gas  Rate  schedules  and  pro¬ 
pose  to  initiate  or  abandon,  add  or  de¬ 
lete  natural  gas  service  in  Interstate 
commerce  as  indicated  by  the  tabulation 
herein.  All  sales  certificated  herein  are 
either  equal  to  or  below  the  ceiling  prices 
established  by  the  Commission’s  State¬ 
ment  of  Policy  61-1,  as  amended,  or  in¬ 
volve  sales  for  which  permanent  certifi¬ 
cates  have  been  previously  issued. 

Sohio  Petroleum  Co.,  Applicant  in 
Docket  Nos.  CI61-77,1*  CI61-79,1  and 


1  Commissioner  Bagge  not  participating. 

*»  Sohlo’s  application  has  been  designated 
as  Docket  No.  CX65-1162.  This  designation 
will  be  canceled  and  the  application  will  be 
processed  In  Prado’s  Docket  No.  CI61-77. 

2  Sohlo’s  application  has  been  designated 
as  Docket  No.  CI65-1161.  This  designation 
will  be  canceled  and  the  application  will  be 
processed  In  Prado’s  Docket  No.  CI61-79. 


CI63-126,  proposes  to  continue  the  sale 
of  natural  gas  heretofore  authorized  in 
said  dockets  and  made  pursuant  to  Prado 
Oil  &  Gas  Co.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
Nos.  1,  2,  and  4,  respectively.  Said  rate 
schedules  will  be  redesignated  as  those  of 
Sohio.  Prado  filed  an  increased  rate 
under  its  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  4 
which  was  suspended  in  Docket  No. 
RI61-558  *  and  has  not  been  made  effec¬ 
tive.  The  presently  effective  rate  under 
Prado’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1  is 
in  effect  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No. 
RI63-393.4  Sohio  has  filed  motions  to  be 
substituted  as  respondent  in  each  of  the 
rate  proceedings.  Prado  commenced  the 
sales  of  natural  gas  authorized  in  Dock¬ 
et  Nos.  CI61-77  and  CI61-79  pursuant 
to  unconditioned  temporary  certificates. 
The  certificate  applications  were  consoli¬ 
dated  with  Skelly  Oil  Co.,  et  al..  Docket 
No.  G-18368,  et  al.,  and  permanent  cer¬ 
tificates  were  issued  in  the  order  accom¬ 
panying  Opinion  No.  362  (28  FPC  401) 
at  an  “in  line”  rate.  Inasmuch  as  there 
is  a  possibility  that  some  portion  of  the 
initial  rate  collected  for  sales  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  temporary  certificates  will 
have  to  be  refunded*  Prado  will  remain 
responsible  for  such  refunds  although  it 
will  no  longer  be  the  certificate  holder. 
Sohio  will  be  substituted  as  respondent 
in  each  of  Prado’s  rate  proceedings,  the 
proceedings  will  be  redesignated  accord¬ 
ingly,  and  Sohio  will  be  required  to  file 
an  agreement  and  undertaking  in  Docket 
No.  RI63-393  to  assure  the  refund  of  any 
amount  collected  in  excess  of  the  amount 
determined  to  be  just  and  reasonable  in 
said  proceeding. 

Humble  Oil  b  Refining  Co.,  Applicant 
in  Docket  No.  CI65-U58,  proposes  to 
continue  in  part  the  sale  of  natural  gas 
heretofore  authorized  in  Docket  No.  G- 
10091  and  made  pursuant  to  Hanley  Co., 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  12.  Han¬ 
ley’s  contract  will  also  be  accepted  for 
filing  as  Humble’s  rate  schedule.  The 
presently  effective  rate  under  said  rate 
schedule  is  in  effect  subject  to  refund 
in  Docket  No.  RI65-56.  Hanley  collected 
for  a  locked -in  period  a  prior  increased 
rate  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No. 
RI60-76.*  Humble  has  filed  a  motion, 
together  with  an  agreement  and  under¬ 
taking,  to  be  made  a  corespondent  in 
said  proceedings.  Accordingly,  Humble 
will  be  made  a  corespondent  in  each  of 
the  rate  proceedings,  the  proceedings  will 
be  redesignated,  and  the  agreement  and 
undertaking  will  be  accepted  for  filing. 

After  due  notice,  petitions  to  intervene 
by  the  Long  Island  Lighting  Co.  and  the 
Philadelphia  Gas  Works  Division  of  the 
United  Gas  Improvement  Co.  were  filed 
on  June  5,  and  June  8,  1964,  respectively, 
in  Docket  Nos.  CI64-1017  and  CI64-1065, 
respectively.  Notices  of  withdrawal  of 
the  respective  interventions  by  interven¬ 
ers  were  filed  on  May  17,  and  May  26, 
1965,  respectively,  in  Docket  Nos.  CI64- 
1017  and  CI64-1065,  respectively.  No 


1  Consolidated  with  Docket  No.  AR64-1, 
et  al. 

*  Consolidated  with  Docket  No.  AR64-2, 
et  al. 

•See  PJ3.C.  of  the  8tate  of  New  York  ▼. 
FP.C.,  329  F.  2d  242,  cert,  denied  sub  nom. 
Prado  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  v.  FJ.C.,  377  US.  963. 

•  Consolidated  with  Docket  No.  AR61-1, 
etal. 
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other  petitions  to  intervene,  notices  of 
Intervention,  or  protests  to  the  granting 
of  any  of  the  respective  applications  or 
petitions  in  this  order  have  been  received. 

At  a  hearing  held  on  June  16,  1965, 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  re¬ 
ceived  and  made  a  part  of  the  record 
in  these  proceedings  all  evidence  includ¬ 
ing  the  applications,  amendments,  and 
exhibits  thereto,  submitted  in  support  of 
the  respective  authorizations  sought 
herein,  and  upon  consideration  of  the 
record, 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Each  Applicant  herein  is  a  “nat¬ 
ural-gas  company”  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  as  heretofore 
found  by  the  Commission  or  will  be  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  sale  of  natural  gas  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  for  resale  for  ultimate 
public  consumption,  subject  to  the  Juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission,  and  will, 
therefore,  be  a  “natural-gas  company” 
within  the  meaning  of  said  Act  upon  the 
commencement  of  the  service  under  the 
respective  authorizations  granted  here¬ 
inafter. 

(2)  The  sales  of  natural  gas  herein¬ 
before  described,  as  more  fully  described 
in  the  respective  applications,  amend¬ 
ments  and/or  supplements  herein,  will 
be  made  in  interstate  commerce,  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission, 
and  such  sales  by  the  respective  Appli¬ 
cants,  together  with  the  construction  and 
operation  of  any  facilities  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  necessary 
therefor,  are  subject  to  the  requirements 
of  subsections  (c)  and  (e)  of  section  7 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(3)  The  sales  of  natural  gas  by  the 
respective  Applicants,  together  with  the 
construction  and  operation  of  any  fa¬ 
cilities  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  necessary  therefor,  are  re¬ 
quired  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  and  certificates  therefor  should 
be  Issued  as  hereinafter  ordered  and  con¬ 
ditioned. 

(4)  The  respective  Applicants  are  able 
and  willing  properly  to  do  the  acts  and 
to  perform  the  services  proposed  and 
to  conform  to  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  the  requirements,  rules, 
and  regulations  of  the  Commission 
thereunder. 

(5)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  the  certificates  authorizing 
the  sales  to  which  Applicant  is  successor 
in  Docket  Nos.  CI64-1017  and  CI64-1065 
should  be  terminated. 

(6)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  Docket  Nos.  CI65- 
1161  and  CI65-1162  should  be  canceled 
and  that  the  applications  filed  therein 
should  be  processed  as  petitions  to 
amend  the  certificates  issued  in  Docket 
Nos.  CI61-79  and  CI61-77,  respectively, 
by  permitting  the  successor  in  interest 
to  continue  the  services  heretofore  au¬ 
thorized. 

(7)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  that  the  certificate 
authorizations  heretofore  Issued  in 


Docket  Nos.  G-10091,  CI61-77,  CI61-79, 
CI61-392,  CI61-1589,  CI63-125,  CI63-126, 
CI63-265,  CI63-1376,  and  CI65-767 

should  be  amended  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

(8)  The  sales  of  natural  gas  proposed 
to  be  abandoned  by  the  respective  Ap¬ 
plicants,  as  hereinbefore  described,  all 
as  more  fully  described  in  the  tabulation 
herein  and  in  the  respective  applications, 
are  subject  to  the  requirements  of  sub¬ 
section  (b)  of  section  7  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  and  such  abandonments  should 
be  permitted  and  approved  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

(9)  The  certificates  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  heretofore  issued  to 
the  respective  Applicants  herein  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  abandonments  hereinafter 
permitted  and  approved  should  be  termi¬ 
nated. 

(10)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  Sohlo  Petroleum  Co. 
should  be  substituted  in  lieu  of  Prado 
Oil  b  Gas  Co.  as  respondent  in  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pending  in  Docket  Nos.  RI61- 
558  and  RI63-393,  that  said  proceedings 
should  be  redesignated  accordingly,  and 
that  Sohlo  should  be  required  to  file  an 
agreement  and  undertaking  in  Docket 
No.  RI63-393. 

(11)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  Humble  Oil  &  Refin¬ 
ing  Co.  should  be  made  a  corespondent 
in  the  proceedings  pending  in  Docket  Nos. 
RI60-76  and  RI65-56,  that  said  proceed¬ 
ings  should  be  redesignated  accordingly, 
and  that  Humble’s  agreement  and  under¬ 
taking  submitted  in  said  proceedings 
should  be  accepted  for  filing. 

(12)  The  respective  related  rate  sched¬ 
ules  and  supplements  as  designated  or 
redesignated  in  the  tabulation  herein 
should  be  accepted  for  filing  as  herein¬ 
after  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Certificates  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  be  and  the  same  are  here¬ 
by  Issued,  upon  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  this  order,  authorizing  the  sales  by  the 
respective  Applicants  herein  of  natural 
gas  in  Interstate  commerce  for  resale,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  construction  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  any  facilities  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission  necessary  for 
such  sales,  all  as  hereinbefore  described 
and  as  more  fully  described  in  the  re¬ 
spective  applications,  amendments,  sup¬ 
plements,  and  exhibits  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  certificates  granted  in  para¬ 
graph  (A)  above  are  not  transferable  and 
shall  be  effective  only  so  long  as  Appli¬ 
cants  continue  the  acts  or  operations 
hereby  authorized  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
applicable  rules,  regulations,  and  orders 
of  the  Commission. 

(C)  The  grant  of  the  certificates  is¬ 
sued  in  paragraph  (A)  above  shall  not 
be  construed  as  a  waiver  of  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  or  of  Part  154  or  Part  157  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  thereunder, 
and  is  without  prejudice  to  any  findings 
or  orders  which  have  been  or  may  here¬ 


after  be  made  by  the  Commission  in  any 
proceeding  now  pending  or  hereafter  in¬ 
stituted  by  or  against  the  respective  Ap¬ 
plicants.  Further,  our  action  in  this 
proceeding  shall  not  foreclose  nor  preju¬ 
dice  any  future  proceedings  or  objections 
relating  to  the  operation  of  any  price  or 
related  provisions  in  the  gas  purchase 
contracts  herein  involved.  Nor  shall  the 
grant  of  the  certificates  aforesaid  for 
service  to  the  particular  customers  in¬ 
volved  imply  approval  of  all  of  the  terms 
of  the  respective  contracts,  particularly 
as  to  the  cessation  of  service  upon  termi¬ 
nation  of  said  contracts,  as  provided  by 
section  7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 
Nor  shall  the  grant  of  the  certificates 
aforesaid  be  construed  to  preclude  the 
imposition  of  any  sanctions  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  the  unauthorized  commencement  of 
any  sales  of  natural  gas  subject  to  said 
certificates. 

(D)  The  grant  of  the  certificates  is¬ 
sued  herein  on  all  applications  filed  after 
April  15, 1965,  is  upon  the  condition  that 
no  increase  in  rate  shall  be  filed  prior 
to  the  applicable  date,  as  indicated  by 
footnotes  6  and  25  in  the  attached  tabu¬ 
lation,  which  would  exceed  the  ceiling 
prescribed  for  the  given  area  by  para¬ 
graph  (d)  of  the  Commission’s  State¬ 
ment  of  General  Policy  61-1,  as  amended. 

(E)  The  certificate  authorizations 
heretofore  issued  to  the  respective  Appli¬ 
cants  in  Docket  Nos.  CI61-1589  and 
CI65-767  are  hereby  amended  by  adding 
thereto  authorization  to  sell  natural  gas 
to  the  same  purchasers  and  in  the  same 
areas  as  covered  by  the  original  authori¬ 
zations,  pursuant  to  the  rate  schedule 
supplements  as  indicated  in  the  tabula¬ 
tion  herein. 

(F)  The  certificate  heretofore  Issued 
in  Docket  No.  G-10091  is  hereby  amended 
by  deleting  therefrom  authorization 
granted  herein  in  Docket  No.  CI65-1158. 

(G)  The  certificates  heretofore  issued 
in  Docket  Nos.  CI61-392  and  CI63-265 
are  hereby  amended  to  cover  the  interests 
of  coowners. 

(H)  The  certificates  heretofore  issued 
in  Docket  Nos.  CI61-77,  CI61-79,  CI63- 
125,  CI63-126,  and  CI63-1376  are  hereby 
amended  by  changing  the  certificate 
holders  to  the  respective  successors  in 
interest  as  indicated  in  the  tabulation 
herein. 

(I)  Permission  for  and  approval  of  the 
abandonment  of  service  by  the  respective 
Applicants,  as  hereinbefore  described 
and  as  more  fully  described  in  the  re¬ 
spective  applications  herein  are  hereby 
granted. 

(J)  In  view  of  the  abandonment  au¬ 
thorization  granted  herein  in  Docket  No. 
CI65-1148,  the  certificate  heretofore 
Issued  in  Docket  No.  G-10082  is  hereby 
terminated  and  such  authorization  does 
not  relieve  Applicant  of  any  refund  obli¬ 
gation  in  the  related  rate  suspension  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  Docket  No.  RI62-524. 

(K)  The  certificates  heretofore  Issued 

in  Docket  Nos.  0-14836,  G-19179, 

0-20203,  0-20576,  CI61-1159,  and  CI61- 
1273  are  hereby  terminated. 

(L)  Docket  Nos.  CI65-1161  and  CI65- 
1162  are  hereby  canceled. 
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NOTICES 


(M)  Sohio  Petroleum  Co.,  be  and  it  is 
hereby  substituted  in  lieu  of  Prado  Oil  & 
Gas  Co.  as  respondent  in  the  proceedings 
pending  in  Docket  Nos.  RI6 1-558  and 
RI63-393,  and  said  proceedings  are 
redesignated  accordingly.1 

(N)  Within  30  days  from  the  issuance 
of  this  order,  Sohio  Petroleum  Co.  shall 
execute,  in  the  form  set  out  below,  and 
shall  file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  an  acceptable  agreement  and 
undertaking  in  Docket  No.  RI63-393  to 
assure  the  refund  of  any  amount,  to¬ 
gether  with  interest  at  the  rate  of  7 
percent  per  annum,  collected  in  excess  of 
the  amount  determined  to  be  just  and 
reasonable  in  said  docket.  Unless  noti¬ 
fied  to  the  contrary  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission  within  30  days  from  the 
date  of  submission,  such  agreement  and 
undertaking  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
been  accepted  for  filing. 

(O)  Sohio  Petroleum  Co.  shall  comply 
with  the  refunding  and  reporting  proce¬ 
dure  required  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
§  154.102  of  the  regulations  thereunder, 
and  the  agreement  and  undertaking  filed 
by  Sohio  in  Docket  No.  RI63-393  shall 
remain  in  full  force  and  effect  until 
discharged  by  the  Commission. 

(P)  The  authorization  granted  in 
Docket  Nos.  CI61-77  and  CI61-79  does 
not  relieve  Prado  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  from  the 
responsibility  for  any  refunds  which 
finally  may  be  ordered  in  said  dockets  for 
sales  commenced  pursuant  to  temporary 
certificates. 

(Q)  Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Co.,  be 
and  it  is  hereby  made  a  corespondent  in 
the  proceedings  pending  in  Docket  Nos. 
RI60-76  and  R165-56  insofar  as  said 
proceedings  pertain  to  sales  of  natural 
gas  made  pursuant  to  Humble’s  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  374,  said  proceedings 
are  redesignated  accordingly*  and  the 
agreement  and  undertaking  submitted  by 
Humble  in  said  proceedings  is  hereby 
accepted  for  filing. 

(R)  Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Co.  shall 
comply  with  the  refunding  and  reporting 
procedure  required  by  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  S  154.102  of  the  regulations 
thereunder,  and  the  agreement  and  un¬ 
dertaking  filed  by  Humble  in  Docket  Nos. 
R160-76  and  RI65-56  shall  remain  in  full 
force  and  effect  until  discharged  by  the 
Commission. 

(S)  The  respective  related  rate  sched¬ 
ules  and  supplements  as  indicated  in  the 
tabulation  herein  are  hereby  accepted 
for  filing;  further,  the  rate  schedules 
relating  to  the  successions  herein  are 
hereby  redesignated  and  accepted,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  applicable  Commission  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  to  be 
effective  on  the  dates  as  indicated  In  the 
tabulation  herein. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Acting  Secretary. 

7  Sohio  Petroleum  Co. 

•Docket  No.  RI60-76,  Hanley  Co.  (Opera¬ 
tor),  et  al„  DST  Exploration  Corp.  (Opera¬ 
tor)  ,  et  al.,  and  Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Co.; 
Docket  No.  RI65-56,  Hanley  Co.  (Operator), 
et  al.,  and  Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Co. 


Docket  No. 
and  date  filed 


CI61-392... 
3-29-68  * 


FPC  rate  schedule  to  be  accepted 


CI61-1889 . 

C  4-30-66  • 


CI63-125 . 

E  4-13-65 


Purchaser,  field,  and 
location 


Forest  Oil  Corp  et  al _  El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co., 

Clear  Lake  Field,  Bea¬ 
ver  County,  Okla. 

Texaco  Inc .  Arkansas  Louisiana  Oas 

Co.,  Lassater  Field, 


CI63-126 . 

E  4-13-65 


CI63-265— 

3-22-65* 


CI63-1110. _ 

A  3-4-63 
C  11-19-63 

C 163-1376 . 

E  4-13-66 


CI64-1017 _ 

A  3-10-64 
(CI61-1273)... 
(0-20203)1* 


Sohio  Petroleum  Co., 
(successor  to  Prado 
Oil  and  Oas  Co.).  . 


Forest  Oil  Corp.,  et  al. 


H.  J.  Mosser,  Operator. . 


Sohio  Petroleum  Co., 
(successor  to  Prado 
Oil  and  Oas  Co.). 


Tenneco  Oil  Co.  (suc¬ 
cessor  to  Tenneco 
Corp.). 


CI-64-1065 _ 

A  3-19-64 
(CI61-1273) 
(0-14836)“ 

CI66-767 _ 

C  5-3-65* 


C 165-1032 _ 

A  4-19-66 
4-27-65*“ 


Tenneco  Oil  Co.  (Oper¬ 
ator),  et  al.  (successor 
to  Tenneco  Corp. 
(Operator),  et  al.). 

Southern  Union  Pro¬ 
duction  Co. 

Bridwell  Oil  Co . 


Marion  County,  Tex. 
Northern  Natural  Oas 
Co.,  East  Camrick 
Field,  Beaver  County, 
Okla. 


Natural  Oas  Pipeline  Co. 
of  America,  Southeast 
Camrick  Field,  Beaver 
County,  Okla. 


Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe 
Line  Co.,  Woodward 
Area,  Major  and  Wood¬ 
ward  Counties,  Okla. 

The  Altex  Corp.,  Tom 
Graham  Field,  Jim 
Wells  County,  Tex. 

Natural  Oas  Pipeline  Co. 
of  America,  Camrick 
Field,  Beaver  County, 
Okla. 

Southern  Natural  Oas 
Co.,  Dexter  Field, 
Walthall  and  Marion 
Counties,  Bliss. 

United  Oas  Pipe  Line 
Co.,  S.  Tuleta  and  Nor- 
manna  Fields,  Bee 
County,  Tex. 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co., 
acreage  In  Ban  Juan 
County,  N.  Mex. 

United  Oas  Pipe  Line 
Co.,  Wiliam  an  Field, 
San  Patricio  County, 
Tex. 


C 165-1042  (G- 
11097)“ 

B  4-19-65 

CI65-1146 . 

A  4-29-65 


True  Oil  Co.  et  al. 


Falrman  Drilling  Co.... 


Kansas -Nebraska  Natural 
Oas  Co.,  Inc.,  Min  to 
Field,  Logan  County, 
Colo. 

Consolidated  Oas  Supply 


CI66-1147. _ 

(G-20576) 
B  4-28-66 


B  4-28-66 

CI65-1149 . 

A  4-30-66  * 


CI65-1161 . 

(CI61-1169) 
B  4-30-66 


CI66-1166 . 

A  5-3-65  • 

A  C 165-1158... 
(0-10091) 

F  5-3-65 


The  Superior  Oil  Co.. 


Anadarko  Production 
Co. 


Lab  Oil  Co.  (Opera¬ 
tor),  et  al. 


The  Waverly  Oil  Works 
Co. 

Humble  Oil  A  Re¬ 
fining  Co.  (successor 
to  Hanley  Co.) 


Description  and  date  of 

No. 

Supp. 

document 

Assignment  12-1-64*  *  ... 

26 

4 

Amendment  3-22-65’ _ 

287 

8 

Prado  Oil  and  Gas  Co.. 

118 

FPC  ORS  No.  3. 

Supplement  Noe.  1-2 
Notice  of  succession 

118 

1-2 

4-9-65.* 

Effective  date:  3-31-65. . 

Prado  Oil  and  Oas  Go., 

119 

FPC  ORS  No.  4. 

Supplement  Nos.  1 . 

Notice  of  succession 

119 

1 

4-9-65.' 

Effective  date:  3-31-65.. 

Assignment  12-1-64 '  *.. 

27 

1 

Contract  1-30-63 . 

Amendment  11-6-63 _ 

Amendment  4-9-66  •  . 

Prado  Oil  and  Oas  Co., 
FPC  ORS  No.  6. 
Notice  of  succession 

# 

6 

6 

120 

1 

2 

4-9-65.  • 

Effective  date:  8-31-66.. 

Tenneco  Corp.,  FPC 
ORS  No.  &. 

60 

— ~ 

Supplement  No.  1 . 

Notice  of  succession 

60 

1 

1-9-64. 

Tenneco  Corp.,  FPC 
GR8  No.  96. 

Notice  of  succession 

109 

Supplemental  agree- 

mftnt  S-l B-&57 


Corp.,  Big  Run  Pool, 
Oasklll  Township,  Jef¬ 
ferson  County,  Pa. 

The  Manufacturers  Light 
and  Heat  Co.,  Cale- 
donla-Ptke  Area,  Elk 
and  Clearfield 
Counties,  Pa. 

Florida  Oas  Transmis¬ 
sion  Co.,  Oblate  Field, 
Hidalgo  County,  Tex. 

Northern  Natural  Oas 
Co.,  northeast  Dower 
Field,  Beaver  County, 
Okla. 

Coastal  States  Oas  Pro¬ 
ducing  Co.,  A  &  H 
Field,  Duval  County, 
Tex. 

Equitable  Oas  Co.,  Otter 
District,  Braxton 
County,  W.  Va. 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas 
Co.,  Spraberry  Field, 
Reagan  County,  Tex. 


Contract  3-1-46  “ _ 

Supplemental  agree¬ 
ment  3-1-46.“ 
Amendment  9-6-49  **.... 
Amendment  3-16-62  "... 

Amendment  2-1-58  “ _ 

Supplemental  agree¬ 
ment  2-1-68.“ 
Amendment  6-20-68  "... 
Amendment  3-29-65 » **.. 
Notice  of  cancellation 
4-1-66.“  “ 


Contract  1-14-65  ’. 


Notice  of  cancellation 
4-27-65“  “ 


Notice  of  cancellation 
4-27-65“  “ 


Contract  4-15-66 . 

Letter  Agreement  „ 

3- 30-65“ 

Letter  agreement 

4- 16-63>» 

Notice  of  cancellation 
4-26-65“  “ 


Contract  4-15-65 '. 


065-1169 _  Tenneco  Oil  Co.  et  al...  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co., 

A  5-3-66  acreage  in  San  Juan 

C  5-14-65  •  and  Rio  Arriba  Coun¬ 

ties,  N.  Mex.,  and 
Labiate  County,  Colo. 

Filing  Code:  A — Initial  service. 

B — Abandonment. 

O— Amendment  to  add  acreage. 

D — Amendment  to  delete  acreage. 

E — Succession. 

F— Partial  succession. 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


Contract  4-13-65  “ _ 

Letter  agreement 
10-8-68“ 

Supplemental  agree¬ 
ment  10-26-69." 
Supplemental  agree¬ 
ment  12-7-60. 
Assignment  4-1-66  **., 
Effective  date:  4-1-66 

Contract  4-6-66 _ 

Supplemental  agree¬ 
ment  4-26-66/ 


/ 


Tuesday,  June  29,  1965 
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therein  as  the  time  up  to  which  proposals 
will  be  received  by  Applicant,  an  invita¬ 
tion  for  proposals  for  the  purchase  from 
It  of  the  unsubscribed  stock. 

According  to  the  application,  proceeds 
from  the  sale  of  the  additional  shares  of 
Common  Stock  will  be  added  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  funds  of  the  Applicant  and  will  be 
used  to  retire  all  short-term  bank  loans 
outstanding  at  the  time  the  proceeds  are 
received  and  to  provide  funds  for  con¬ 
struction  expenditures.  The  above  men¬ 
tioned  bank  loans,  expected  to  aggregate 
$25,000,000  have  been  or  will  be  incurred 
in  connection  with  Applicant’s  1965  con¬ 
struction  program,  expenditures  for 
which  are  presently  estimated  at  $51.6 
million. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  July  12, 
1965,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  The  application  is  on  file  and 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Joseph  H.  Gut  ride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6775;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


FPC  rate  schedule  to  be  accepted 


Applicant 


noser,  uei 

location 


Description  and  date  of 
document 


Prado  Oil  and  Oaa  Co., 
FPC  ORS  No.  2* 
Notice  of  succession 
4-9-65.* 

Effective  date:  3-31-66. 
Prado  Oil  and  Oas  Co., 
FPC  ORS  No.  1“ 
Supplement  Noe.  1-3... 
Notice  of  successlou 


South  Texas  Natural 
Gathering  Co.,  Pra 
Field,  Jhn  Hogg 
County,  Tex. 


Sohio  Petroleum  Co. 
(successor  to  Prado 
Oil  and  Oas  Co.). 


CI85-1161-. 
(CI61-79) 
A  4-13-66 


CI65-1162-- 
(CI61  -77) 
A  4-13-65 


Effective  date:  3-31-65. 
Contract  3-10-65  7 _ 


Northern  Natural  Oas 
Co.,  Hansford  (Upper 
Morrow)  Field,  Hans¬ 
ford  County,  Tex. 
Pennzoll  Co..  Sheridan 
District,  Lincoln 
County,  W.  Va. 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe 
Line  Co.,  Elnsel  Field 
'  Kiowa  County,  Kans. 


CI65T106. 
A  5-4-65 


Notice  of  cancellation 
4-27-65.** »“ 


CI65-1107.. 
(0-19179) 
B  4-28-65 
C165T169- . 

A  5-6-65*' 


Contract  3-10-65 _ 

Ratification  agreement 
4-8-66.** 

Ratification  agreement 
4-8-65."  7 


Oulf  Oil  Corp.  (Opera¬ 
tor),  et  al. 


'Applicant  acquired  subject  properties  from  CMC  Corp.  via  conveyance  dated  Mar.  12,  1965,  effective  Mar.  31, 
1965.  CMC  had  previously  acquired  the  properties  from  Prado  Oil  and  Oas  Co.  via  conveyance  dated  Oct.  16, 
1964,  but  had  made  no  filings. 

•  Amends  contract  pricing  provisions  in  compliance  with  temporary  certificate  to  conform  with  Order  No.  242. 
»  Effective  date:  Date  of  this  order. 

»  Applicant  is  being  authorized  in  Docket  Nos.  CI64-1017  and  CI64-1066  to  continue  the  sales  authorized  to  the 
predecessor  in  Docket  Nos.  0-14836,  0-20203  and  C161-1273.  Docket  Nos.  0-14836,  0-20203  and  CI61-1273  will  be 
terminated  by  this  order. 

»  Amendment  to  the  application  to  reflect  a  price  of  13.4196  centsfMcf  in  lieu  of  13.25  cents/M cf. 
u  Buyer  sliall  reduce  the  price  for  gas  M  cent/Mcf  In  the  event  buyer  Installs  compression  facilities.  lH-cents  reduc¬ 
tion  if  the  gas  requires  additional  compression. 

"  Provides  for  a  1  year  term  from  date  of  first  deliveries. 

u  Amends  contract  price;  provides  new  gas  measurement  basis;  amends  term  to  10  year;  adds  acreage. 

«  Provides  for  certain  tax  reimbursement;  defines  gas  measurement  basis;  amends  contract  price;  extends  term 

to  10  years. 

<’  Amends  delivery  pressure;  amends  pricing  provisions  as  follows:  12H  cents  to  June  1, 1962,  with  l.Ooent  periodica 
each  5-year  period;  amends  contract  term  to  20  years. 

>'  Provides  a  20-year  term  for  gas  from  any  and  all  acreage  dedicated  to  the  contract. 

«  Reserves  sufficient  gas  for  seller  for  use  In  any  compression  facilities;  amends  metering,  gas  measurement,  and 
delivery  provisions. 

*•  Amends  gas  measurement  provision:  adds  acreage. 

"  Docket  previously  terminated  (Inadvertently)  by  order  Issued  May  20,  1963,  In  Docket  No.  C-2843  et  al.,Faln 
A  MaUalia,  et  al. 

»  Source  of  gas  depleted. 

**  Omitted. 

"  Omitted. 

8  July  1,  1967,  moratorium  date  pursuant  to  Commission’s  Statement  of  General  Policy  61-1,  as  amended. 

71  Establishes  provisions  for  ownership  of  the  helium  gas  constituent. 

77  Provides  for  the  connection  of  well  that  does  not  meet  the  contract  reserves  requirements. 
a  Between  Hanley  Co.  and  El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.;  on  file  as  Hanley  Co.  FPC  ORS  No.  12. 

*  Adds  acreage. 

71  Deletes  favored  nation  clause  from  basic  contract  and  establishes  periodic  rate  increases. 

11  Transfers  interest  from  Hanley  Co.  to  Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Co. 

**  The  applications  filed  in  Docket  Nos.  C165-UC1  and  C165-1162  will  be  treated  as  petitions  to  amend  the  certificates 
Issued  in  Docket  Noe.  CI61-79  and  CI61-77,  respectively,  to  reflect  the  succession  of  Interest.  Docket  Nos.  C 165-1 161 
and  C 165-1 162  will  he  canceled. 
a  Basic  contract  related  to  casinghead-gas  only. 

H  Basic  contract  relates  to  gas-well  gas  only. 

**  Production  of  gas  no  longer  economically  feasible. 

**  Adoption  of  Gulfs  contract  by  Francis  Oil  St  Oas,  Inc. 

77  Adoption  of  Gulfs  contract  by  Herman  Oeorge  Kaiser. 

(Fit.  Doc.  65-6725;  Filed,  June  28,  1965;  8:45  a  m  ] 


[Docket  No.  CP65— 405] 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

June  23, 1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  17,  1965, 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.  (Applicant), 
Post  Office  Box  1467,  Shreveport,  La., 
71102,  filed  In  Docket  No.  CP65-405  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing  the  construction  and  operation  of 
natural  gas  facilities  to  be  used  for  the 
sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  to  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Power  &  Light  Co.  (Mississippi 
Power),  Warren  County,  Miss.,  for  an 
electric  generating  plant  currently  under 
construction,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  which  Is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
Inspection. 

Applicant  would  construct  and  operate 
approximately  2.9  miles  of  20-inch  pipe¬ 
line,  an  orifice  meter  station  and  appur¬ 
tenant  facilities  in  Warren  County,  Miss. 
The  estimated  annual  and  peak  day  re¬ 
quirements  of  natural  gas  for  Mississippi 
Power’s  generating  plant  during  the 
third  year  are  32,120,000  Mcf  and  110,000 
Mcf,  respectively. 

The  estimated  cost  of  construction  of 
the  proposed  facilities  Is  $435,912,  which 
will  be  financed  from  current  working 
funds. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  Intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(157.10)  on  or  before  July  19,  1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
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15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this  ap¬ 
plication  if  no  protest  or  petition  to 
intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  and  the  Commission  on 
its  own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity. 
If  a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a 
formal  hearing  is  required,  further  no¬ 
tice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6777;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

IDAMONT  OIL  &  MINING  CO. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

June  23,  1965. 

The  capital  stock  of  Idamont  Oil  & 
Mining  Co.,  certain  fractional  undivided 
interests  and  investment  contracts  relat¬ 
ing  to  its  mining  properties,  and  options 
to  acquire  such  stock  and  interests  are 
being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange;  and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  such  trading  in  such 
securities  is  required  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  for  the  protection  of  investors; 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section 
15(c)  (5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934,  that  trading  in  the  capital  stock 
of  Idamont  Oil  &  Mining  Co.,  certain 
fractional  undivided  interests  and  in¬ 
vestment  contracts  relating  to  its  mining 
properties,  and  options  to  acquire  such 
stock  and  interests,  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange,  be  sum¬ 
marily  suspended,  this  order  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  for  the  period  June  23,  1965,  to  July 
2, 1965,  both  dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6774;  Filed,  June  28.  1965; 

8:47  am.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

June  24,  1965. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CPR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 


Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  39863 — Furniture  between 
points  in  official  territory.  Filed  by 
Traffic  Executive  Association-Eastern 
Railroads,  agent  (E.R.  No.  2785) ,  for  in¬ 
terested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  furni¬ 
ture,  in  carloads,  between  points  in 
official  territory. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — Supplement  81  to  Traffic  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Association-Eastern  Railroads, 
agent,  tariff  I.C.C.  C-390. 

FSA  No.  39864 — Returned  shipments 
of  starch  from,  to,  and  within  official 
territory.  Filed  by  Traffic  Executive  As¬ 
sociation-Eastern  Railroads,  agent  (E.R. 
No.  2786),  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  starch,  in  carloads,  on  ship¬ 
ments  returned  from  original  destina¬ 
tions  to  original  points  of  shipment  in 
official,  Illinois  Freight  Association  and 
western  trunkline  territories. 

Grounds  for  relief — Carrier  competi¬ 
tion. 

FSA  No.  39865— Petroleum  products 
from  Denver,  Colo.  Filed  by  Western 
Trunk  Line  Committee,  agent  (No.  A- 
2407) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  residual  fuel  oil,  distillate  fuel  oil,  not 
suitable  for  illuminating  purposes  and 
gas  oil,  in  tank  carloads,  from  Denver, 
Colo.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota, 
South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariffs — Supplements  1  and  8  to 
Western  Trunk  Line  Committee,  agent, 
tariffs  I.C.C.  A-4593  and  A-4572,  respec¬ 
tively. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6796;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:48  am.] 


[Notice  1195] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

June  24, 1965. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  179), 
appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-PC-87874.  By  order  of  June 
21,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  L.  L.  Smith  Trucking,  a 
corporation,  Powell,  Wyo.,  of  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  issued  by  the  Commission  July 
27, 1948,  under  Certificate  No.  MC- 107439 
(Sub-No.  1)  to  C.  C.  Barnes  and  C.  C. 
Simonson,  a  partnership,  doing  business 
as  the  Barnes  Truck  Co.,  Riverton,  Wyo., 


authorizing  the  transportation,  over 
regular  routes,  of  general  commodities, 
except  household  goods,  and  other  speci¬ 
fied  commodities,  between  Riverton, 
Wyo.,  and  Dubois  Wyo.,  and  machinery! 
materials,  supplies,  and  equipment,  in¬ 
cidental  to,  or  used  in,  the  construction, 
development,  operation,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  facilities  for  the  discovery,  de¬ 
velopment,  and  production  of  natural  gas 
and  petroleum,  between  points  in  Mon¬ 
tana,  Wyoming,  Colorado,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  and  Nebraska,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes.  Franklin  S.  Longan,  Suite 
319,  Securities  Building,  Billings,  Mont., 
attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-67876.  By  order  of  June 
21,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  McCormick’s  Express, 
Third  and  Winslow  Streets,  Camden  4, 
N.J.,  of  the  operating  rights  in  Permit 
No.  MC-84444  (Sub-No.  3),  issued 
August  7, 1963,  to  William  H.  McCormick, 
Rose  A.  McCormick,  James  A.  McCor¬ 
mick,  Joseph  A.  R.  McCormick,  and  Eliz¬ 
abeth  L.  McCormick,  a  partnership, 
doing  business  as  McCormick’s  Express, 
Third  and  Winslow  Streets,  Camden, 
N.J.,  authorizing  the  transportation,  over 
Irregular  routes  of  paperboard,  wall- 
board,  fire  extinguishing  materials,  waste 
paper,  licorice  root,  licorice  mass,  pow¬ 
dered  licorice,  syrup,  and  woodpulp  (ex¬ 
cept  liquids  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  Cam¬ 
den,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Delaware,  those  in 
Maryland  In  and  east  of  Frederick 
County,  and  those  in  Pennsylvania  in 
and  east  of  Bradford,  Sullivan,  Columbia, 
Montour,  Northumberland,  Dauphin, 
and  York  Counties,  Pa.,  and  waste  paper 
and  such  supplies  and  equipment  as  are 
used  by  a  licorice  and  paperboard  manu¬ 
facturer  (except  liquids  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  ,  from  the  destination  points 
described  above,  to  Camden,  N.J.,  as  re¬ 
stricted,  and  paperboard,  wallboard,  fire 
extinguishing  materials,  wastepaper, 
licorice  root,  licorice  mass,  powdered 
licorice,  syrup,  woodpulp,  and  such  gen¬ 
eral  supplies  and  equipment  as  are  used 
by  a  licorice  manufacturer,  between 
Camden,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  New  York  and  Long  Island 
City,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  Pennsylvania 
within  30  miles  of  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC-FC-67920.  By  order  of  June 
17,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Westfair  Transport  Corp., 
South  Norwalk,  Conn.,  of  certificate  in 
No.  MC-112718,  issued  November  4, 1964, 
to  Paul  K.  Cleveland,  doing  business  as 
Westfair  Air  Service,  South  Norwalk, 
Conn.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of: 
General  commodities,  with  the  usual  ex¬ 
ceptions  between  Norwalk,  Conn.,  and 
New  York,  N.Y.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  and  certain  named  off-route 
points;  motor  and  vegetable  oil,  between 
Stamford,  Conn.,  and  Boston,  Mass., 
serving  certain  named  intermediate  and 
off -route  points,  general  commodities 
with  the  usual  exceptions  between  points 
in  Connecticut  and  between  New  York, 
N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
certain  named  counties  in  New  Jersey; 
new  pianos,  heavy  machinery  and  equip¬ 
ment,  and  steel,  between  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Massachusetts,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  and  Rhode  Island,  and 
electrical  equipment,  telephone  mate- 
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rials  and  patterns,  and  empty  steel 
drums,  between  Stamford,  Conn.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  a 
specified  part  of  New  Jersey.  Reubln 
Kaminsky,  410  Asylum  Street,  Hartford, 
Conn.,  attorney  at  law. 

[seal!  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R  Doc.  65-6797;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[Notice  1195-A1 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

June  29,  1965. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant  to 
section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 


scribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  179), 
appear  below : 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  gen¬ 
eral  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  30  days  from  the  date 
of  service  of  the  order.  Pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition  will 
postpone  the  effective  date  of  the  order 
in  that  proceeding  pending  Its  disposi¬ 
tion.  The  matters  relied  upon  by  peti¬ 
tioners  must  be  specified  in  their  peti¬ 
tions  with  particularity.  > 

No.  MC-FC-67345.  By  order  of  June 
IS,  1965,  Division  3  acting  as  Appellate 
Division,  approved  the  transfer  to  At¬ 
lantic  Coast  Import  Carriers,  Inc.,  113 
East  22d  Street,  Bayonne,  N.J.,  of  a 
portion  of  Certificate  No.  MC-1 15273 


(Sub-No.  6),  issued  July  12,  1961,  to 
Acme  Carriers,  Inc.,  South  Kearny,  N.J., 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  coffee 
beans  and  tea,  and  spices  and  nuts  when 
transported  in  the  same  vehicle  and  at 
the  same  time  with  coffee  beans  and  tea, 
over  irregular  routes,  from  points  in  the 
New  York,  N.Y.,  commercial  zone,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  to  Cleveland 
and  Toledo,  Ohio,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Val¬ 
paraiso,  Ind.,  and  Milwaukee,  Wls.;  and 
from  points  in  New  Jersey  within  the 
New  York,  N.Y.,  commercial  zone,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  to  Chicago,  Ill. 
Edward  M.  Alfano,  2  West  45th  Street, 
New  York  36,  N.Y.,  attorney  for  trans¬ 
feror. 

[seal]  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|Fk.  Doc.  65-6798;  Filed,  June  28,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 
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